























BRITISH CRITIC, 
For JUNE, 1811. 


*¢ Duris emuntur litera laboribus, 
Et fane iniquis efferuntur premiis.’”” 
BarTHoL. LaTeRNus,. 


Hard is the toil_a lettered fame to raife, 
And poor, alas! the recompence it pays. 
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Art. I. Philofophical Effays. By Dugald Stewart, Efq. 
F.R.S. Edie Bait Prof ar of Moral Philofoph 4° 
the Univerfity of Edinburgh ; Honorary Member of the Impe= 
rial Academy at §!. Peterfourgh; and Member of the American’ 
Philofophical Society held at Philadelphia. 4to. pp. 666. 
21.2s. Cadell and Davies. 1810. | 


THis is the work of a man whofe fame is fo conipletel 
eftablifhed in the republic of letters, as to be impregnable 
to the affaults of criticifm. Of this he feems to be himfelf 
duly fenfible; for he peters all that confcioufnefs of hid 
own powers, which Johnfon has fomewhere reprefented as 
infeparable from fuperior talents. He has not therefore 
thought it neceflary to look out for a patron to this work, ‘of 
to infcribe it, as he infcribed his former, to any kindred mind 
among his own.countrymen ; but has dedicated it, in a ftrain | 
of affeétionate refpe&t, to M, Prevoft, Profeffor of Philos 
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faphy in the Academy of Geneva. This was certainly pro. 
per; as we are informed that M. Prevoft has lately tranflated 
tlie author's 4008 on’ the human mind, into the French lan. 
guage, and has always taken an intereft in the fuccefs of that 
work, fince the period of its fir appearance. The dask or 
work alluded to, is that, we Juppofe, which was publified 
about ninetcen years ago, under the title of Elements of the 
Philsfophy of the Human Mind, and infcribed to Dr. Reid— 
the founder, if not the brighteft ornament, of the Scotch 
metaphyfical fchool. 

In the advertifement prefixed to that early work, Mr. 
Stewart announced his intention to continue the fpeculations 
which he had there commenced; and if we are not deceived 
by the fallacioufnefs of our memory, he informed the public, 
in his life of Dr. Reid, that he had not then loft fight of his 
deiign. Aware, however, that the expe€tations fo univerfally 
excited by thefe repeated intimations, may by this time have 
rifen to impatience ; and the flate of his health having inter. ‘ 
rupted, he fays, for many menths paft, the continuation of 
his work on the Human Mind, he was induced to attempt, 
in the mean time, the eafier tafk of preparing for the prefs a 
volume of Effays, that the public, doubtlefs, might not 
be wholly difappointed. He affures us, however, that he 
means : 


‘* Not to delay any longer his bef exertions for the accom. 
plifhment of an undertaking, which he has hitherto profecuted 
only at accidental and often diftant intervals; but which he has 
always thought (whether juftly or not others muft determine) 
might, if carried into complete effe&, be of fome utility to the 
public.” 


The prefent volume then muft be confidered merely as an 
intermediate work, intended to employ the public atiention 
only until the great work can be completed ; but if this was 
all at which the author .aimed, we may venture to predid; 
that his fuccels wall furpafs his expectations; for the volume 
betore us contains much difcuffion, as deferving of permanent 
attention as any thing which he has yet writen, or is likely 
to write. 

It is divided into two parts, but preceded by a preliminary 
differtation in two chapters, the objeé&t. of which, we are told, 
is ta correct fome prevailing miltakes with refpea to the. phi- 
lofophy of the human mind, Among thefe miftakes he places 
fuch phyfiological theories as profefs to explain how our dif- 
ferent mental operations are produced, by means of vibrations 
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in the flate of the fenforium; and expofing the abfurdity of 
them, he makes, of courfe, fome animadverfions on the 
metaphyfical writings of Hartley, Prieftley, Darwin, and 
Belfham. 


“ Tn offering thefe flriflares.on the phyfiological metaphy fics 
of the prefent day, it is proper for me,’’ he fays, ‘* to obferve, that 
I object to it merely as an idle wafte of labour and ingenuity, on 
gueftions, to which the human faculties are altogether incompe. 
tent; and not becaufe I confider any of the theories, to which it 
has given birth, as ftanding in the way of my own doftrines. 
The faéts which I with to afcertain, reft on their own proper 
evidence ;—an evidence, which would remain entire and un. 
fhaken, although a demonftration fhould be produced in favour of 
the animal /pirits of Des Cartes, or of the vibrations of Hartley ; 
and which would not gain the flighteft acceffion of ftrength, if 
both thefe hypothefes ‘were to fall into the contempt they de, 
ferve.’’ 


He has in his. own enquiries, he fays, aimed at nothing 
more than to afcertain, in the firft place, the laws of our 
conilitution, as far as they can be afcertained by attention to the 
fubjects of our confcioufnefs; and afterwards to apply thele 
Jaws as principles, for the fynthetical br ley of the more 
complicated phenomena of the underftanding, Ina word 
he profeffes to have followed the method of the mechanical 
philofophers, in applying the inductive logic of Bacon to 
the phenomena of mind, es they have applied it to the phe- 
nomena of body ; and he juftly obferves, that 


«¢ Whatever our opinion concerning the unknown phyfical ox 
metaphy fice] courfe of gravitation may be, our reafonings con. 
cerning the fyftem of nature will be equally juft, provided only 
we admit the general faét, that bodies tend to approach each other 
with a force varying with their mutwal diftances, according to a 
certain law. The cafe is precifely fimilar with refpect to thofe 
conclufions concerning the mind, to which we are fairly led by 
the method of induction, ‘They reft upon a firm and indifputable 
bafis of their own; and are equally compatible with the metaphy- 
figal creeds (creed) of the materialift and of the Berkelian.”’ 


All this is perfe&tly juft; but it is no difcovery. Since 
the days of Pucks every Britith hilofopher—even Hume 
himfelf—has profeffed his conviétion that the philofophy of 
mind, like the philofophy of body, can be improved only by 
the ndu@ive method. hether they have all uniformly eds 
hered to that nicthod, is another queltion. Mr. S.ewart 
feems indeed to think that a proper regard has been paid to it 
only in the Scottith {chool and by fome foreigners; but we 
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can tell him that there are in England ptulofophers, who 
hold the metaphyfical or rather pinyfiologicsl reveries of 
Hartley, Prieftley, Darwin, and Bellham, in os fovereign 
contempt us he does’; and who pay equal reg-rd to the aue 
thoritv of Bacon, though it may be prefumpuop jn any 
Englifhman to fay that he underflands the writings of his il- 
luflrious countryman fo well as thev have been underttood, 
for the laft thirty-eight years, in the Univerfity of Edinburgh! 
That the phrafe affactation of ideas makes a great figure not 
only in the writings of Hartley, but in thofe of every Englifh 
metephyfician who has written fince the period when the 
Rev. Mr. Gay’s differtation, concerning the fundamental prin- 
ciple of virtue or morality, was firtt publifhed, is indeed true; 
and the fubjeé deferves to make a great figure in fuch write 
ings, if what the prefent author quotes with approbation from 
Locke be admitted. If ideas which have no natural con- 
nexion with each other, by being often impreffed together on 
the youthful mind, come in time to be fo clofely affociated, 
as to render it difficult, if not impollible, to recall one of 
them into view unaccompanied by the other, no fubjeé& can 
be more worthy of philofophical invefligation, than the law 
or laws, by which fuch aflociations are formed. We agree 
however with Mr. Stewart that the man deferves not the name 
of a philofopher, with whatever arrogance he may write, or to 
whatever country he may belong, who bo:fts to have fynthe- 
tically explained from this fingle principle all the phenomena 
of the mind; though we hope, if fuch hope be not prefump- 
tion in Englifhmen, that the author will in return agree with 
us in thinking it of fome importance to diilinguilh, if we can, 
the phenomena, which may be thus explained, from thofe 
which are innate or inflinétive in the mind. 

We were furprifed, after thefe infinuations againft the 
neglect of the induétive logic by Englifh metaphyficians, to 
find that the only objeétions to the ufe of that logic in the phi. 
lofophy of the mind, which Mr. Scewart has thought it worth 
while to refute, were made by a Scotch metaphyfician in the 
Edinburgh Review! We were furprifed, indeed agreeably 
furprifed, to find that one Edinburgh philofopher has had the 
candour to controvert publicly the coétrines of another—ef- 

evially to find that an anonymous reviewer in that city has 
dared to call in queftion the doctrine of a man of Mr. 
Stewart’s principles aud tranfcendeat abilities. We muft 
confels, however, that the profeflor has completely refuted 


‘ the arguments of the reviewer, and proved that the Nevum 


Organum of Bacon is as applicable to the phenomena of mind 
as to thofe of matter; and that it was in fact intended by its 
3 illuftrious 
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Huflrious author, to be employed in the one department of 
{cience as well as in the other. 

But this reviewer of Mr. Stewart's life of Dr. Reid called in 
queltion even the w/il'ty of metaphyfical feience, or, a8 Mr, S. 
wifhes it to be called, the philofophy of the human mind. 
To this cavil the profeffor likewife replies, though perhaps 
noi alwavs with the fame fuccefs as to the former. The 
fcience of the mind, he fays, furnifhes, in itfelf, a field of 
ftudy, equally inerefting and important with the fcience of 
phy fics; and far more intimately conneéted than is com- 
monly fuppofed, with ail the arts which contribute to the 
flaiility, to the ornament, and to the happinefs of civilized 
fociety. 

The art of legiflation is certainly one of thefe; and -we 
moft readily grant, that the man, who has accurately fludied 
the philofophy of mind, will be better qualified, after fome 
years attendance in the. Houfe of Commons, for the office of 
a legiflator or fatefman, than he who, without fuch previous 
education, may h.ve paid equal attention, for the fame length 
of time, to the bufinefs and debates of either houfe of parlia- 
ment. It does not, however, follow that the fcience of mind 
w. ich can be acquired in {chools and colleges, or in fequeftra- 
tion from the world, will fuperfede the neceflity of practice 
and experience; or that a man of good found fenfe, whe had 
never ha of metaphyfics or the philofephy of the mind, would 


not, after feven years attendance in parliament, or in the office : 


of one of the fecretaries of flate, be better qualified to dif- 
charge the duties of a legiflator or plenipotentiary, than the 
moft profound shiloh deflitute of exverience. .Mr, 
Stewart obferves—and obferves juftly—that 


*¢ The philofopher, the firft time he is at fea, cannot ceafe to 
wonder, when he obferves the theorems hitherto affociated in his 
' mind with mathematical diagrams exemplified by every thip-boy 
on board ; nor need he be afhamed to acknowledge his own in. 
competency to apply thefe theorems to their practical ufe, while 
he attempts to handle the ropes, or to fteer the veffel,’’ 


Juft fo it is with the mere philofupher, who from confi- 
dence in the theories of political economy, and law of na- 
tions, with which his mind is flored, attempts, without ex- 
perience, to play the politician, or to fabricate conftitutions, 
and tovegiflate “¢ empires, or to negociate treaties with prac- 
tical flatefmen, That fuch a man is incompetent to apply 
his theories to their praétical ufe, has been proyed with the 
force of demoaftration by the fatal confequences of the phi- 
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lofophical regeneration of France; and we truft that the cxé 
eriment will never be made in England. 

As Mr. S. has occafion, in his friendly controverfics with 
his unknown antagonilt, to make frequent allufions t6 what 
he has himfelf done and intends to do, for the public good, 
and to make hardly any allufion at all to what has been done 
by others in the fame department of {cience, except once or 


twice cafually to the writings of Dr. Reid and Adam Smith, 
he fays, 


** T have been infenfibly led into a much larger detail than J] 
intended, about my future plans. I fhould be forry if any of my 
readers fhould afcribe this prolixity to an idle egotifm. Had I 
enjoyed a more unbroken Icifure, my defign would bave been many 
years ago completed, as far as the meafure of my abilities enabled 
me. I ftill look forward, though with hopes much lefs fanguine 
than I once indulged, to the profecution of my tafk,; and if fas 
is more than probable) thof hopes fhall be “difappointed, it will 
afford me fome fatisfa¢tion, to have left behind me this memorial; 
flight as it is, of what I had meditated.” 


We confefs that, had this preliminary differtation been the 
work of any other author than Mr. Siewart, we fhould have 
been inclined to think it both prolix and egotiftical ; but no 
reader who is qualified to appreciate his merits, and confiders 
the circumflances in which he was pliced when writing it, 
will think it any ching but what was naturally to be expeéted. 
At the end of the differtation, he gives the following account 
of the firfl part of the volume belies us :— 


© In feleAing the fubje&s of the Effays contained in the firft 
part of this volume, I have had a view chiefly to the correétion 
of fome miftaken opinions concerning the origin of our knowledge 
(or, to ufe the more common siapaliay, concerning the origin 
of our ideas) which, ds they are naturally fuggelted by cer- 
tain figurative modes of f{peaking, fanétioned by the higheft au. 
thorities, are apt to warp the judgment in ftudying the mott ele. 
mentary principles of abftra@t fcience. 1 have touched flightly on 
the fame queftion in one of the fe@ions of my former work ; where 
the dogtrine maintained with refpe to it cointides exaétly with 
that which it is now my object to eftablifh by a more ample 
difeufion. At that time I did not rig that ic differed fo 
widely from the currént maxims of the Jearned, as I have fince 
found from various later publications ; and accordingly (as the 
point in difpute is intimately connected with almoit every other 
queftion relatihg to the human mind), I have availed myfelf of 
the prefent opportunity to throw upon it fome additional lighr, 
before refuming my analyfis of the intellectual powers. = 
thus 
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this vicw I have been led to canvafe, pretty freely, the.doGtrines 
not only of my predeceffors, but of fveral of my contemporaries $ 
and to engage in various arguments, which, however unconne 
they may appear in.a table of contents, will be all found, upon 
examination, to bear upof the fame conclufion. I flatter myfelf 
therefore, that thofe, who may take the trouble to follow the 
train of thought, which has led me from one Effay to another, 
will difcover in this part of my book, a greater degree of unity 
than its title-page feems at firft to promife.’” 


We thall now endeavour to follow this train of thought, 
and hope to make our readers acquainted, in the prelent 
number, with the reafoning which has led the author to a 
conclufion refpe€ting the origin of our knowledge fo dif- 
ferent, as he feems to think it, from the current maxims of 
the learned. Asthe Effays, which fill up the fecond part 
of the volume, have no neceffary dependence on the difqui- 
fitions to which they are fubjoined, we fhall poftpone the 
confideration of ther: to fome future, though no diftant, 
period. | 

hat part of the work, which demands our attention at 
prefert, confifts of five Effays ; 


1. * On Locke’s account of the fources of human knowledge, 
and its ixfuence [the influence of that account] on the doétrines of 
forme of his fucceffors.’’ 2. ** On the Idealifm of Berkeley.’” 3: 
‘© On the influence of Locke’s authority upon the philofophical 
fyftems which prevailed in France during the latter part of the 
eighteenthcentury.’’ 4. ‘On the Metaphyfical theories of Harts 
ley, Prieftley, and Darwin.’’ 5. §* On the tendency of fome 
late Philological fpeculations. : 


The firft of thefe Eflays is fubdivided into four chapters, 
of which the firft confifls of fome introductory obfervations 
on the import of terms, and the nature of felf-evident truth, 
Treating of the power which the mind has of -dircéting its 
attention fleadily and accutately tothe phenomena of thought, 
Mr. S. obferves, that to this power Locke and his fol, 
lowers have very properly given the name of reflection; and — 
adds, with fingular felicity, that refleétion beats precifely 
the fame relation to confcioufne/s, which ebfervation does to 
perception. Such of our readers as are not accuftomed to 
{peculate on the nature of thought, may deem this concife 
ittuftration of very little importance ; but we have never met 
with a happier illuflratiow of a fubjeét which cannot be lo- 
sically defined ; and we think, if it had occurred to the late 
Pioledior Scout, he might have avoided fome miftakes, into 
279 Nn4 which 
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which he has fallen n his Jnguirv into the limits and peculiar 
ol jeéts of Phyfical and Metaphyfical Science*. The following 


remarks, however, may certainly be controverted : 


** The belief which accompanies confcioufnefs, as to the prefent 
exifience of its appropriate phenomena, has been commonly con, 
fidered as much lefs obnoxious to cavil, than any of the other 
principles which philofophers are accuftomed to affume as felf. 
evitent, in the formation of their metaphyfical fy} ftems. No 
doubts on this head have yet been fuggeftéd by any philofopher, 
how fceprical foever; even by thofe who have called in quettion 
the exiftence both of mind and of matter: and yet the fact is, 
that it refs on no foundation more folid than our belief of the exiflence 
of external obje&s; or our belwf, that other men poffz/s intelle@ual 


powers and faculties fimilar to thofe of which we are corfeious in 
eurfelves. In all thefe cafes, the only account that can be given 


of our belief is, that it forms a neceflary part of our conttitution ; 
againft which metaphy ficians may eafily argue fo as to perplex the 
judgment, bur of which it is impoffible for us to diveft ourfelves 
for a moment, when we are called upon to employ our reafon, 
¢ither in the bafinefs of life, or in the purfuits of fcience.’’ P. 6. 


To the truth expreffed in this lift fentence we give the 
fulleft afflent. No man ever conduéted himfelf through life 
as if he doubted the exiftence of external objefts +, or whe- 
ther other men poffefled*powers and faculties fimilar to thofe 
of which he was confcious in himfelf ; but it implies no con- 
tradiét.on, or metaphyfical impoffib:lity, to fuppofe that to 
any man things might appear exaélly as they do at prefent, 
though no being whatever exifled but God and himfelt. It 
is a contingent truth, if we may ufe the expreffion, that 
triangles and right angles exift any where in nature; but fup- 
pofing the exiflence of fuch things, it is a mece{fary truth that 
the three angles of any one plane triangle are juft equal to 
two right angles. Whether there be aftuclly any two things 
exafily equal to a third, may be doubted; but {uppofing twa 
fuch things to exifl, it is impoflible to doubt whether they be 
ex Gly equal to one another. In like manner it may ‘be 
doubted (we fay not that it ss doubted) whether the fenfations 
which fuggeft to us the material world, be excited in the mind 
by the immediate agency of God, or by the inftrumentality 
of folid and extended fubftances ; but to us it feems abfolutely 
impoffible to doubt the reality of thofe /enfations, from whats 


, ae 
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* See the Britifh Critic for February laft. 


+ Pyrrho is faid to have been an exception, but, for reafong 
which it is needlefs to fate here, we doubt the fat.—Rev, 


evey 
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ever caufe they proceed, of which we are confcious, A fires 
brand wailed rapidly round excites a fenfation, which fuge 
gefls to us the exiftence of one unbroken luminous circle, 
Ot the reality of the /en/ation there can be no doubt, for all 
men are confcious of it; but children alone—if even they 
believe in the reality of the unbroken circle. 

We readily grant that this diftin@tion between the evidence 
of confcioulne!s, and that on which we believe the exillence 
of external objeéis, is of no praétical importance in the 
affairs of life; but, with all due deference to Mr. Stewart, 
we cannot help thinking it of fome importance in the purs 
fuits of {cience, which nothing appears to us to retard more, 
than the confounding of things which are really diftinét. 

We were very much sheild to fee this elegant and pro- 
found writer refcue the celebrated enthymeme of Des Cartes, 
cogito ergo fum, trom the ridicule thrown on it by Dr. Beattie 
and other authors. Mr. Stewart indeed modettly fays, in a 
note, that he is doubtful if he has not carried his apology for 
that philofopher a little further than his own words will 
juflify ; but we are convinced that he has not. We recolleét 
to have fomewhere, probably in this author's firft publication, 
met with the fame apology for the enthymeme, many years 
ago; and being ftruck with its ingenuity then, we looked into 
Des Cartes’ Meditations, and found it to be perfectly juil, as 
well as, to us at leaft, original. R 

In the fecond ch pter the author objefls to Locke’s ace 
count of the origin of our knowledge, or, as that philofopher 
expreiled it, of our ideas. It is univerfally known that 
Locke ufed the word idea in a very vague fenfe, and that it 
is the fundamental principle of his fyftem, that we can have 
no fimple idea which we did not receive through the medium 
of fenfation or reflection. That our firft ideas of bodily fub- 
ftances are fuggefted through the medium of our fenfes, Mr, 
Stewart admits ; but he juft y contends, as Dr. Reid and 
oihers had contended before him, that our ideas of /olidity and 
exienfion are not images or copies in the mind of auy qualities 
in bodies. Mr. Locke likewife afhirms that all our édeas, or, 
as after Berkeley, we fhould fay, our notions of mind, are 
derived from refle€tion on our own intetleétual and aétive 
powers; but to this Mr, Stewart likewife objects, and in. 
jtances, among other things, per/onal identity as tomething of 
which we have a very diilin¢t notion, though that notion 
cannot have been derived trom refleciion, becaule no man 19 
¢onjctous of his perfonal identity. 

To Mr. Locke’s theory this objeGtion would be unanfwer- 


able, were it certain (hat he employed the word reflection, in’ 


the 


























H 
| 
! 





a Rte i lnAin iiNet rceri lene instr natpertsintarenetatine ti tetera etatttastetit tte a nastnianee 





546 Dugald Stewart's Philofophical Ejfays. 


the firiét fenfe in which it is taken by Mr. Stewart, to des 
note a kind of fecond and more attentive confersufnefs. But, 
if our memory do not deceive us (which, however, is more 
than poflible), Locke never talks, as this author talks, of tdeas 
of confcioufne/s, as if that phrafe were of the very fame im- 
port with zdeas of refieéiion; we do not indeed recolleét, at 
prefent, his having ever mentioned sdeas of confcioufne/s. Re- 
fieGtion, as applied to mind, denotes, ip common language, 
attentive confideration, or the throwing of the ihoughts back on the 
peft, or on themfelves ; and it appears to us that it was uled 
m this fenfe (we do not fay properly) by Locke, when, he 
reprefented it as one of the two fources, or channels rather, 
of all our original notions. But in this fenfe—indeed we 
think in any fenfe —ihe powers of memory and reafon are ef- 
fential to refleétion ; and if fo, the notion of perfonal identity 
may be called with propriety a mation or idea of reflection. 

We may fuppofe the procefs by which.fuch a notion is 
acquired to be fomething like the following. A man ftand- 
ing on the brink of a river, fees a number of light bodies pafs 
in fucceflion down the fiream and vanifh from his fight, 
whilft he is confcious tht /e Aimfe/f—the being which wit- 
neffes this tranfient fucceflion of objeéis—remains unchanged. 
Reflecting on what pafled before him on this occafion, his 
thoughts will naturally be led to think of the number of an- 
nual revolutions of the fun which-have taken place fince the 
firft event which he diftin€&tly remembers; and being con/cteus 
that he is the fame being which remembers that event and per- 
ceives what is prefent to him, he will be led, by a law of his 
reafonable nature, to conclude that his perfonality has remained 
at leaft during fo many revolutions of the fun. If he knew 
ny thing of anatomy and phyfiology, he muft be aware, that 
there is not probably one atom of his body which has not 
been changed during thefe revolutions of the fun; and he 
will therefore conclude that there is fomething within him, 
which is confcious, remembers, and reafons, and which he 
calls Hrmfeif, that has remained the fame, while ever 
thing around him, and even his own body, has been fuffers 
ing change. 

It is indeed very true, that if this be the procefs, or fimilar 
to the procefs, by which our notion of perfonal identity is 
acquired, almoft all the powers of the mind are employed in 
the acquifition of that notion; but this we believe to be in 
fome degree the cafe with refpect to the acquifition of all 
our ideas—even thofe of fenfation, not excepted. How in- 
deed can it be otherwife ? Without prefuming to fay what 
the fubfance of the mind is, which, as Mr, S, truly ab- 
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ferves, the human faculties are incompetent to difcover, we 
certainly know that whatfoever, withii us, perceives, res 
members, reafons, wills, and refleéts, &c. is in the fri€eft 
fenfe of the work, ene, according to our notions of unity: 
The different powers or faculties of the mind, fo frequently 
mentioned by philofophers, muft not, therefore; be con. 
fidered as parts of it fo diftinét from each other, that one may 
be prefent and employed where the other is abfent or idle; for 
the terms—powers and facullies—are mere contrivances of 
Janpuage to enable men to fpeak, without tedious circumlos 
cution, of the operations and paflions ef one individual 
being. 

We do not by all this mean to vindicate Locke’s language, 
which is frequently ambiguous, and fometimes very incors 
rect; but we are flrongly inclined to think that, from the acs 
quifition of thofe notions which he called ideas of reflection, 
he did not mean to exclude the inftrumentality of any one 
power of the mind. He probably called them sdeas of reflece 
tion, becaufe reflection, even in the ft fenfe in which it is 
employed by Mr. Stewart, may have appeared to him the firft 
flep in the intellegtual procefs; becaule the word reflection, 
inthe popular fenfe, implies the exertion of almott every 
intelleétual power; and becaufe he might think fucha defige 
nation fufficient, though concife, to diflinguifh thofe ideas 
from the other clafg which he calls sdeas of fenfation. That 
fomething like this fuggefled the name, feems extremely pro« 
bable from a pallage which the prefent author, with a candour 
which we fhall in vain look for among fome of his metaphy fical 
countrymen, quotes from the fourth book of the Effay ; and 
by which, he fays truly, that ‘* all, which has been com. 
monly regarded as moit pernicious in the firft book of that 
flay, is completely difavowed and done away,” 

It cannot, however, be denied that Locke’s account of the 
origin of our ideas has been very generally underftood in a 
fenfe, which, combined with the influence of his authority, 
has led many fubfequent philofophers to advance doéirines, 
from which have refuted the moft mifchievous confequences, 
This the prefent author has completely proved in the third 
and fourth chapters of this Effay under review, which theres 
fore we recommend to the moft attentive perufal of our me- 
taphyfical readers : premifing only that we think Mr. Stewart 
miftaken, if it be his opinion, that to Locke’s inaccurate 
language, or to the weight of his authority, thould be attributed 
Berkeley's theory, with its confequences, whether good or 
bad. Berkeley appears not to have been a man difpofed to 
pay undue deterence to any human authority. He dared <7 
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attack the foundation even of Newton’s theory of fluxicns, to 
which he urged fuch obje€ions as required all the addrefs of 
fome o! the meft fkilful annalyfs in Europe to repel; he 
laughed at Locke’s do@trine of abfiraditon, which he proved, 
to the conviction of every competent judge, to be contra. 
dictory, impoffible, and abfurd ; and that he did not admire 
Locke’s Janguage is evident from his employing the word 
idéa to denote only what Locke calls:ideas of fenfation, 
contending that we have no ideas of /pirits, or of obje&s 
purely intelle€tual, though we may have very diftin& notions 
of them. But of the idealifm of Berkeley Mr. S. treats in 
the next F flav, which we now proceed to confider. 

In the former of the two chapters, into. which that Effay 
1s divided, Mr. Stewart corre&ts two miftakes concerning 
Berkeley’s fpeculation, which have mifled, he fays, many 
of its partizans as well zs opponents. The one confounds 
the {cheme of tdeali/m, with thofe feeptical do&irines, which 
reprefent the exiflence of the material world as only doubtful; 
whilft the other confounds it with the phyfical theory of Bof- 
covich, which denies that matter is fol:d in the common fenfe 
of that word, 

That Berkeley’s do€trine is different from the /ceptici/m 
both of the ancients and of Hume, on this fubjeét, is indeed 
true; for, as our author obferves, he is fo far from enter- 
taining any doubt that he afferts, with the moft dogmatical 
confidence, that the exifterce of matter, in the philofophical 
fenfe of that word, is impoffible, and that, were it polLble, 
and even rea/, we could never know it. In juflice however 
to that accomplifhed, amiable, and pious prelate, it is proper 
to add that he repeatedly admits the exiftence of all, of which 
the vulgar probably ever think, when they talk of body. 


*¢ ] am of a vulgar caft,’’ he fays, ‘* fimple enough to believe 
my fenfes, and leave things as I find them, It is my opinion, 
that the real things are thofe very things I fee and feel and per. 
ceive by my fenfes. That a thing fhould really be perceived by 
my fenfes, avd at the fame time not really exift, is to me a plain 
tontradiction,”’ 


The controverfy between him and his philofophical con- 
temporaries, was, not concerning the credit due to the evi- 
dence of the fenfes, but what is the fource of thofe per- 
ceptions, which we derive through that medium, ak of 
which ihe reality was called in queftion by neuher party. 
The philofophers maintained that what we fee, feel, hear, 
tafte, and {mell, are not fubflances, but the qualities of cer- 
tain inert, folid, and extended fubflances without us, which 
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oper ting on our organs of fenfe, give to us ideas, fome re- 
fembling the qualities of the unknown fubflances, and fome, 
not. This, Berkeley replied, is impoflible ; for an idea can 
refemble nothing but another idea, and the qualities of an 
inert fubftance cannot be like the ideas of a fentient and per. 
cipient mind. He maintained therefore that the impreflions 
which give to us the notions or ideas of folid, extended, 
figured; and coloured fubftances, are made on our minds by 
the immediate agency of the fupreme mind; that when-fe~ 
veral of thefe notions or ideas are obferved regularly to ace 
‘company each other, they come to be marked with the fame 
name, and fo to be reputed as one thing ; and that the fuppoe 
fition of any other thing from which they proceed, fas a8 
that which philofophers cali ma/ter, is a mere fiction, 


‘¢ Thus, for example, a certain colour, tafte, fmell, figure, 
and confiftence having been obferved to go together, are accounted 
one diftin&t thing, fignified by the name apie, Other collections 
of ideas conftitute a ftone, a tree, a book, and the like fenfible 
things; which, as they are pleafing or difagreeable, excite the 
paffions of love, hatred, joy, grief, and fo forth *,”* 


** With refpe& to Mr. Hume, who is commonly confidered as 
an advocate bor Berkeley’s fyftem, Mr. Stewart obferves, that 
although his fundamental principles lead neceflarily to the fame 
conclufion, and although he has frequently drawn from them this 


conclufion himfelf, ‘yet, on other occations, he relapfes. into the © 


language of doubt, and only {peaks of the exiftence of the material 
world, as a thing of which we have no fatisfactory evidence, 
The truth is, that, whereas Berkeley was fincerely and bona fide 
an idealift, Hume’s leading object in his metaphyfical writings, 
plainly was to inculcate a univerfal {cepticifm,——His aim was 
not to interrogate nature, with a view to the difcovery of truth, 
but by a céo/s-examination of nature, to involve her in fuch cone 
tradiétions, as might fet afide the whole of her evidence as good 
for nothing. 

“© With refpect to Berkeley, on the other hand, it appears from 
his writings, not only that he confidered his fcheme of idealifm as 
refting on demonftrative ey but as more agreeable to the come 
mon apprehenfions of mankind, that the prevailing theories of phi. 
Jofophers, concerning the independent exiftence of the material 
world. ‘ If the principles (he obferves in the preface to his Dias 
logues) which 1 here endeavour to propagate are admitted foe 
true, the confequences, which I think evidently flow from them, 
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* “© Principles of Human Knowledge, Part 1, Seét, 1.’ 
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are, that atheifm and fcepticifm will be utterly deftroyed ; many 
imtricate points made plain; great difficulties folved, fpeculation 
referred to practice ; and man reduced from paradoxes to common 
fenfe.’’ P. 56. 


Thefe confequences have not flowed from the good bifhop's 
principles ; but it is certain that his principles, when rightly 
underftood, do not lead to Hume’s {cepticifm refpeéting the 
exiftence of mind, Mr. Stewart aflures us, and we heartily 
agree with him, that Hume appears to have been perfeétly 
aware of the effential difference between the aim of his own 
philofophy and that of Berkeley ; and to us it appears equally 
evident that Berkeley was fully aware that attempts might be 
made to prove the non-exiftence of mind by arguments fimi- 
Jar to tthofe by which he had, in his own opinion, proved the 
non-exiflence of matter. Thefe he anticipates, in bis third 
dialogue between Hylas and Pahilancus ; ftates them fairly and 
forcibly ; and refutes them much more completely than they 
have yet been refuted by the moft zealous antagonilt either 
of himfclf or of Hume. Inthe fame dialogue he fays ex- 


prefsly— 


‘© When J fpeak of obje€ts exifting in the mind or imprinted 
on the fenfes, [ thould not be underftood in the profs literal fenfe, 
as when bodies are faid to exift in a place, or a feal to make an 
impreflion upon wax. My meaning is only that the mind compre- 
bends or perceives them; and that it is afle€ted from without, or 
by fome being diftin& from itfelf.’’ 


And fuch we think muft be the meaning of every philo- 
fopher, whether he be the difciple of Berkeley or of Reid. 

Could we fuppofe that Mr. Stewart ever deigns to read the 
Britihh Critic, we fhould take to ourfelves the honour of 
being claffed by him with thofe who compared the phyfical 
theory of Bofcoyich with the metaphyfical theory of Berke- 
ley ; for we have repeatedly faid that there a)pears nat to us 
to be any effential difference between thefe two theories, 
Bofcovich, as far as we underfland him, feems, with many 
other philofophers of great and de‘erved reputation, to con- 
fider_ /pace—pure fpace—as a real thmg, diitinct both from 
uniad and from matter, having no property whatever of the 
former, and none of the laticr, but exienfien without limits. 
In this indefinitely extended thing called /pace are {cattered, 
at various diftlances from each other, certain vifible and tan- 
gible fubftances called bodies, which, in the opinion of the 
generality of mechanical philofophers, conlitt of minute 
atoms fo perfectly folid and hard as to be indeftruétible but 
ar by 
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by annihilation. According to Bofcovich bodies confit of 
no fuch hard and folid atoms, but of mere mathematical points 
endued with certain powers of attra€tion and repulfion, 
which alternately change from the one to the other, accordin 
to certain laws, Thefe mathematical centres of attraétion 
and repulfion conftitute the elements of what is called body 
in Bofcovich’s fyftem, fo that a certain number of them act. 
ing according to one law, conftitute a body of one kind—a 
metal for inftance ; and another number acting according to 
ajaw fomewhat different conftitute another body—a ftone 
yerhaps, or mafs of earth. 

To this theory an obvious and, we think, infurmountable 
objection prefents itfelf.  Thefe attraéting and repelling 
points are points of pure fpace; but the points of fpacé muft 
be immoveable among themfelves, if {pace be any thing real 
and indefinitely extended ; and yet we know that all bodies 
are not only moveable; bat actually 1n motion. We hall 
let this pafs, however, as we are not concerned with the. 
truth or falfehood of the theory of Bofcovich ; and only beg 
leave to afk what is the fubftance of which thofe powers, that 
are perpetually changing from attraction to repulfion, and 
from repulfion to attraétion, are the attributes ? Power. in- 
herent in vo fubftance is by Newton pronounced to be incon. 
ceivable, and we have never yet met with any philofopher, 
or indeed any man, who.was of a different opinion ; but the 
power, which is perpetually changing from attraction to re- 
pulfion, and wee verf2, can be nothing but the power of 
volition. Volition is the attribute of mind; is {pace mind? 
This will not be faid. What mind is it then, which is pers 
petually acting in the regions of pure {pace, in fuch a man. 
ner, as to communicate to fhe human mind the perception of 
the corporeal univerfe ? We have furely no reafon to fup- 
pofe that it is any other than the Supreme Mind; but this is 
the very theory of Berkeley ? The only difference that we 
perceive between the two theories, 1s, that Bofcovich cons 
fiders /pace as fomething rea/, and the operations of the Deity 
which fuggeft the exillence of matter, as carried on at @ dif. 
tance ; whilft Berkeley confiders {pace as mere abftraét in. 
definite extenfion, and the operations of the Deity as per. 
formed immediately on the human mind. But this difference 
is furely not effential ; for at the very inftant when the attrac- 
tions and repulfions of other mathematical! points are. by the 
agency of the Deity conftituting the body which we fee or- 
feel; the attraftions and repulfions of other mathematical 
points are, by the agency of the fame Almighty Being, con- 
jlituting the organs of fenfe by which our minds ee 
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that body. This being the cafe, we are perfuaded that the 
eandour, of which Mr. Stewart bas given various proofs in 
the volume before us, will induce him to expunge from the 
fubfequent editions of it the fentence, in which he affirms 
that the fyfiems of Bofcovich and Berkeley have not the 
moft remote relation to each other. 

In the fecond chapter of this Effy Mr. Stewart propofes 
to illuftrate and improve Reid’s refutation of the theory of 
Berkeley ; but we cannot fay that to us he appears to have 
added any flrength to the reafoning of that retutation. He 
divides the chapter into two feétions, beginning the firft with 
fume very judicious remarks on that principle of our cosfti- 
tution which leads us to believe in the permanence or ftabi. 
lity of the order of nature. In oppofition to fome great 
names he confiders this as an original law of our intelleét ial 
conflitution, which can be traced to no higher principle ; 
and we are inclined to think that he is right, but we cannot 
agree with him and Turgot that on this principle refls our 
belief of the exiflence of the material world. 


« Tt appears,’’ he fays, ‘* that Turgot refolved our belief of the 
exiftence of the material world into our belief of the continuance 
of the laws of nature; or, in other words, that he conceived our 
belief, in the former of thefe inftances, to amount nearly to a con. 
viction of the eit«blithed order of phyfical events, and to an ex. 
pectation that, in the fame combination of circumftances, the fame 
event will recur. It has always appeared to me, that fomethin 
of this fort was neceflary to complete Dr. Reid’s fpeculations on 
the Berkeleyan controverfy : for although he has fhewn our notions 
concerning the primary qualities of bodies to be connetted, by an 
original law of our conftitution, with the fenfations which they 
excite in our minds, he has taken no notice of the grounds of our 


belief that thefe qualities have an exiftence independent of our pers 
ceptions.””  P. 79. 


There was not the {malleft occafion to take notice of thefe 
grounds; for Berkeley admis, in the moft explicit terms, 
that what we call the’ primary qualities of bodies have an 
exiffence independe:.t ot our percepuons. 


** The queftion, fays he *, between the materialifts and me is 
not, whether things have a real exiftence out of the mind of this or 
that perfon, but whether they have an abfolute exiftence, ai/tin@ 
Srom being perceived by God, and exterior tc ali minds, ‘This indeed 





*«¢ The third Dialogue between H/es aod Peerage 
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fome heathens and philofophers have affirmed, but whoever enter. 
tains notions of the Deity fuitable to the holy fcriptures, will 
be of another opinion. In them (the holy fcriptures) God 
is reprefented as the fole and immediate author of all thofe effets, 
which fome heathens and philofophers are wont to afcribe to na- 
ture, matter, fate, or the like uuthinking principle. This is fo 
much the conitant language of fcripture, that it were neediefs to 
confirm it by citations.’’ 





4 


That the eflablifhed order of phyfical events, or the pers 
manence and ftability of the laws of nature is as well fecured 
by Berkeley’s theory as by any other, is rendered indifputs 
able by his account of the creation, towards the end of the 
fame Dialogue, which is too long to be here tranfcribed, and 
could not eafily be abridged, It is fufficient, however, to 
oblerve, that imagining himfelf to have been prefent at the 
creation as defcribed by Mofes, he fuppofes that he fhould 
have feen things produced into being, that is rendered per. 
ceptible to fuch finite beings as were capable of perceivin 
them, bv the feveral volitions of God, in the order deferibed 
by the facred hiftorian ; that fuch things continue perceptible 
to percipient beings, becaufe it is the will of God that they 
fhould do fo; that to us they are indeed nothing more than 
ideas fleeting and changeable ; but that they are not changed 
at random or by our caprice, but according to the fixed 
order of nature ; and that ** in this confifts that conflancy and 
truth of things, which fecures all the concerns of life, and 
diflinguifhes that which is rea/ from the irregular yifions of 
the fancy.” 

Had Mr. Stewart read this part of Berkeley’s works with 
that attention which he is-fo capabie of beftowing on abftract 
and profound fubje&ts, we Imrdly think that he would have 
reprefented Ins theory as inconfiflent with our belief of the 
permanence and ftability of the laws of nature, Far lef 
could he have faid, that his idealifm (if indeed he means dis 
idealifm *) has not the moft diftant affinity, in its origin and 
tendency, to the creed faid to be prevalent among the Hines 
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* We exprefs this doubt, becaufe Berkeley’s theary has not 
the fmalleft dependence on L.ocke’s account of the origin of our ideas, 
His pretended demonftration, that the exiftence of matter is ime 
poible, retts indeed on that hypothefis; but that all the fenfa, 
tions and perceptions that we now have migh¢ be impreffed on our 
minds by the immediate agency of the Deity, without the inter, 
pofition of matter, is a truch which depends on no hypothefis 
whatever; and fuch is Berkeley's theory of ideas, 
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doos, with refpe& to the nature of matter. Of that creed 
he gives the following abftra&t from Sir William Jones. 


‘¢ The difficulties attending the vulgar notion i fhould have 
faid the common philofophic notion] of material fubftances, in- 
duced many of the wifeft among the antients, and fome of the moft 
enlightened among the moderns, as well as the Hindoo philofo- 
phers, to believe that the whole creation was rather an energy 
than a work, by which the infinite mind, who is prefent at all 
‘times, and in all places, exhibits to his creatares a fet of percep. 


tions like a wonderful pifiure, or piece of mufic, always varied, 
yet always uniform.” | 1 


In another paffage, the fame author {adds Mr. Stewart) 
oblerves, . 


** that the Vedantis, unable to form a diftin® idea of brute matter 
oe YS of mind, or to conceive that the work of fupreme 
goodnefs was left a moment to itfelf, imagine that the Deity is 
ever prefent to his work, and conftantly fapports a feries of percep. 
tions, which in one fenfe they call illufory, though they cannot but 


admit, the reality of all created forms, as far as the happine/s of 
creatures can be affcBed by them.”  P. 82. : 


We appeal to our readers if this be not the very idealifin 
of Berkeley, though extremely different indeed from that of 
Hume. Mr. Stewart fays, it is involved in the phyfical 
theory of Bofcovich ; and if fo, it furnifhes a new proof 
that the theory of Bofcovich differs not effentially from that 
of the Bifhop of Cloyne, who fays exprelsly—** I fee this 
cherry, I feel it, I tafte i: ; and 1 am fure nothing cannot be 
feen, or felt, or tafted; it is therefore real. Take away the 
fenfations of foftnefs, moifture, rednefs, tartnefs,” (i. e. the 
forms of the Hindoos) ‘* and you take away the cherry *.” 

In the fecond fe&tion of this chapter, Mr. Stewart cen- 
fures Dr. Reid for confounding with the primary qualities of 
matter, what he calls its mathematical affe€tians ; and declares 
it to be his opinion, that the Doétor thus left fome advantage, 
which he might otherwife have had in his controverfy with 
the adherents of Berkeley. We contefs ourfelves to be of a 
very different opinion. The mathematical affecions of matter 
could not, as Mr. S. admits, have been employed in that 
controverfy, but on the fuppofition that /pace is a real thing, 
diftiné& alike from mind and matter, but of neceffary ex- 
iftence, and equally incapable of being created or annthi- 
lated! But Berkeley and his adherents did pot admit the 
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reality of this modern idol of Englifhmen, as Leibnitz fomes 
where calls it; and therefore Dr. Reid could have gained 
nothing by introducing it into a controverfy with fuch men. 
We are perfe&tly aware of the opinions of Newton and 
Clarke about the nature of /pace; and we are ready to pay all 
reafonable deference to their high authority ; but even 
Newton and Clarke were not infallible ; and their miftdkes 
on this fu bje€t, ‘as well as on fome others, may have been de. 
tected by meaner men. It is by no means peculiar to 
Berkeley and his adherents to deny the exiftence of /pace as a 
pofitive thing. Dr. Law, afterwards bifhop of Carlifle, whom 
no man ever fufpeéted of being a Berkeleyan Idealift, attacked 
this notion, both in his notes on King’s ZijJay on the Origin of 
Evil, and afterwards in his own Inquiry into the idea o 
Space, time, immenfity, and eternity ; and proved, we think, 
with the force of demonftration, that /pace has no beiter 
claim to a neceffary and uncreated exiftence than a vacuum; 
that we have as pofitive an idea of the one as of the other; 
and that we might with as much truth talk of an infinite and 
eternal vacuum, as an exiltence diftinét both from mind and 
matter, as of an infinite and eternal /pace. This opinion 
we have very decidedly adopted, though it would require 
more room than we can afford, to enter into.a defence of it 
here, againft the advocates for the pofitive exiftence of 
Space. It would indeed be impoffible, within the limits pre- 
cribed to us, fo much as to enumerate diftin€tly the different 
notions which thefe men have profeffed to entertain of this 
fingular exiftence ;—fome calling it a /udftance ; others, a 
property; fome, a middle thing, between {ubitance and pro. 
perty; and others, a mode of exiftence, a relation, a mere 
poffibility ; while fome have confidered it as one of the 
attributes of the Deity, or an attribute of his attributes; and a 
very few have dared to call it even his fenforium. It is 
very true that'we have a diftin& idea or notion of /pace ; 
and Dr. Reid has fhown, ina [atisfaftory manner, as Dr. 
Law had done before him, by what procefs that idea or 
notion is required; but we have as diftin& ideas of darknefs 
and a vacuum as of fpace. Are darknefsand a vacuum real 
things, of which any pofitive properties may be predicated ? 
If it be faid, and we think we have met with fuch a fayi 
fomewhere, that /pace muft be fomerhing real, becaufe it 
admits, within certain portions of it, the exiftence of /lid 
bodies ; we reply, that a vacuum likewife admits within fome 
portions of it the exiftence of matter ; darknefs, the exiftence 
of light; and nothing, the exiftence of many shings. Area 
vacuum, darknefs, and nothing, realities? But it is faid, that 
—— Oo2 after 
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after we have got the idea of /pace, we cannot by any effort 
banifh it from our minds, or fet limits to its extenfion. Ina 
certain fenfe, this is true; but is it not likewife true, that, if 
we were placed on the utmoft verge of creation, we could 
not banilh the idea of vacuity from our minds, nor fet any 
limits to its imaginary ex'eafion beyond us ? 

In the third Effay we havé found nothing to arreft our 
attention, It is extremely well written, as every part of the 
volume is; and the author has clealy proved, that on moft 

ucttions connected with the philofophy of the human mind, 
the French are, at leaft, half a century behind the writers of 
this Ifand. He likewife tells us, once more, what he fhall 
himfelf achieve, fhould he live to execute a plan which he 
has long meditated, of analyzing the logical proceffes, by 
which we are conduéted to the different clafles of truths ; 
i.e. if he fhould live to complete his great work on the 
Human Mind, with which he has fo often promifed to favour 


the public. 

There is not any thing in this work, which has pleafed us 
more than the fourth Effay. Mr. Stewart does not reafon 
gravely with Hartley, Prieftley, and Darwin; but fairly 
ftaes the peculiarities of their fyflem in their own words, 
fhowing how readily the fame writer employed thefe pecu- 
liarities at different times to ferve purpofes noi only different, 
but dire€tly oppofite and contrary to each other. He has thus 
expofed them to the contempt and ridicule of all thinking’ 
men, much more effeétually than if he had attempted to_treat 
them as Hume and Berkeley were treated by Dr. Beattie; 
while by making them contradiét themfelves and confute 
each other, he has fatisfied the reader that he had no occafion 
to reafon on the fubje&t. The juflice too that he has ren- 
dered to the charaéter of Dr. Hartley, which had begun to 
fuffer from the company into which he has been dragged, 
gave us great pleafure; for Hartley feems to have been a 
con{cientious and virtuous man. 


‘© It moft not,”” fays Mr. Stewart, “ be concluded from thefe 
extraéts, that Hartley was a decided materialift. On the con. 
trary, after obferving, that * his theory muft be allowed to over- 
turn all the arguments which are ufually brought for the imma- 
teriality of the foul, from the fubtilty of the internal fenfes, and 
of the rational faculty,’ he acknowledges candidly his own con- 
vition, that ‘ matter and motion, however fnbtilly divided, or 
reafoned upon, yield nothing but matter and motion ftill ;’ and 
therefore requeits, that ‘ he may not be, in any way, intef- 
preted fo as to oppofe the immateriality of the foul,’ . 1 mention 
this (continues our author) in juftice co Hartley, as moft o his 
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fater followers have pretended, that, by reje@ing a fuppofition of 
a principle diftin® from the body, they have fimplified and pers 
fecied his theory.’’ P. 130 


‘The philological fpeculations, of which Mr. Stewart con. 
fiders the tetdeney in his fifth Effay, are chiefly thofe of 
Horne Tooke, of which we have given our own opinion 
elfewhere *. Mr. Stewart admits, as we do, the greatnefs of 
that author’s merit as an Evymologiff; but he doubts, as we 
do likewife, whethér he be entitled to the charatter of great, 
either as a philofopher or a8 a cls x gin Grammarian, Mr. 
Stewart objeéis particvlarly to Mr. Tooke’s mode of inter. 
preting the words of the ig language, its tendency to 
imprefs upon mankind the belief that /enfation is the only 
fource of ideas or notions; and _that it has this tendency, is 
indifputable. It has accordingly been adopted and applauded 
beyond meafure by Dr. Darwin and other materialifls, who 
labour fo Rrenugufly to degrade man from his elevated rank 
in the fcale of beings. 


‘© When I ftudy the intelleétual powers of men,’’ fays Mr, 
Stewart, ‘* in the writings of Hartley, of Prieftley, of Darwin, or 
of Tooke, I feel as if 1 were examining the forry mechanifm that 
gives motion toa puppet. If, fora moment, I am carried along by 
their theories of human knowledge, and of human life, I feem to 
myfelf to be admitted behind the curtain of what I had once 
conceived to be a magnificent theatre ; and while 1 furvey the 
tinfel frippery of the wardrobe, and the paltry decorations of the 
fcenery, am mortified to cifcover the trick which had cheated my 
eye ata diftance, ‘This furely is not the characteriftic of truth or 
of nature; the beauties of which invite our clofett infpedtion ; 
deriving new luftre from thofe mifcrofcopical refearches which 
deform the moft finifhed productions of art.’* P. 187, 


We have now taken as comprehenfive a view of the fir 
part of this volume as the limits prefcribed to us would 
admit ; a view certainly fufhicient to convince our readers, 
that in every refpe& it is worthy of its author, The flyle is 
elegant, perf{picuous, and precife, rivalling in thefe refpeéts 
the ftyle of Reid and ot Berkeley—the two greateft maflers 
of the flyle proper for metaphyfical difcuilion, that our 
country had hitherto produced. In the happinefs of | his 
illuftrations, Mr. Stewart perhaps furpaffes them both, 
‘There is however one peculiarity in the flru€ture of fome 
of his fentences, which, as we think it improper, we wil 
take the liberty to point out.—He {peaks of the SYSTEM, 
OF Berkeley and oF Bofcovich, and calls M. Prevoft, t, 
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whom his book is dedicated, Fellow of the Royal SociEtigrs 
or London and or Edinburgh; but this is furely ime 
proper; for it indicates, that Berkeley and Bofcovich had 
each more than ene fyftem, aud that there are more than 
one royal fociety both 1» London and in Edinburgh. It 
fhould have been, we think, the systems of Berkeley and 
Bofcovich; or the systEM OF Berkeley and oF Bof- 
covich ; and M, Prevoft fhould have been called Fellow of 
the royal focieiies of London and Edinburgh, without the 
interpofition of the fecond or. Elfewhere he fpeaks of certain 
conclufions, which are equally compatible with. the’ nfeta- 
hyfical CREEDS OF the materialift and oF the Berkeleyan, 
Tus fhould furely have been‘ equally. compatible with 
the metaphyfical CREED OF the materialift and oF the 
Berkeleyan ;”’ or rather—‘** which are compauble with the 
metaphyfical creed as well of the materialift, as of the Berkee 
leyan.” Thefe however are very trifling improprieties. 


[ To be concluded in another Numier.| 
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Arr. II. Obfrvations on the Natural Hiftory, Climate, and 
Difeafes of Madeira, during a Period of Eighteen Years, 
By William Gour'ay, M.D. Fellow of the Royal College af 
Phyficians, Edinburgh ; and Phyfician to the Britifh Faéiory 
at Madeira. 8vo. pp. 158. 6s. Callow. 1811, 


W E. have been familiar with the name of Madeira, 
but although we can atteft the excellence of its wine, 
and have heard the falubrity of its climate often celebrated, 
we know little of its actual flate; we have therefore great 
leafure in introducing Dr. Gourlay’s work to our readers, 
He hes refided on the ifland twenty-five years, and enjoyed 
the advantages of extenfive medical pra€tice. : 
The firft part of the volume treats of the natural hiflory of 
the ifland. ‘The account given of its firft difcovery by an 
Englifh nobleman of the name of Machim *, in the reign 
of Edward the Third, is fomewhat romantic; he derives his 
information from Cordeyro, and fates, that he is confirmed 
in it by the unanimous teflimony of other authors. Puffen- 
dorfl, however, mentions that the illand was difcovered by 
the Portuguefe in 1420. Moreri alfo dates it in the fame year, 
aud Raynal, flill by the Portuguefe in 1420, Moreri alfo 
dates it in the fame year, and Raynal, fill by the Portuguefe, 





* Or Mechin.. Mr. Bowles has made poetical ufe of it, See 
his Spiri gy Dijcovery, Book 4) aud the NYtls in 
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in 1418, in proof alfo of the uncertainty of the accounts, we 
obferve, that all thefe writers give the honour of difcovering 
the ifland to different perfons, - 


** Madeira is fituated in 92 degrees, 97 minutes, 30 feconds, - 
north latitude, and in 17 deg. 5 min. longitude, weft of Green. 
wich, about 80 leagues N. by E. from Tenctiffe, 120 leagues 
from Cape Cantin, on the coaft of Africa, nearly 100 leagues 
from the Ifle of. Terno, and about 17 leagues S. W. from Porto 
Santo. It is about 120 miles in circumference, its greateft length 
from E, to W. being 45 miles, its greateft breadth from S, to N. 
15 miles, and its leaft breadth 84 miles, 

“¢ It is formed of lofty mountains, of hills, and fruitful val. 
lies, and in figure makes an ‘oblong irregular qundrangle. Its 
capital is Funchal, which is fituated on the fouth fide of the: 
ifland, at the bottom of a fpacious valley, open to the fea, and 
furrounded by lofty mountains, having all the appearance of an 
amphitheatre, gradually afcending to a great height. Its moun- — 
tains and hills generally rife with a flow afcent, the higheft points 
of land being about $250 feet, or one mile and a half, above the 
level of the fea. The fituation of Madeira, in fome places, pre» 
fents a moft picturefque and enchanting appearance, while in 
others, huge perpendicular rocks, lofty precipices, minent 
ridges, deep excavations and chafms, innumerable cafcades, li. 
berally fupplied with rivulets, beautiful vallies, deep gullies and 
ravines, containing immenfe torrents of water, afford a highly 
varied, fublime, and no lefs alarming piture of nature,” 


P. 5° 


Many parts of the ifland afford proofs of its having been 
fubje&ted to the ation of fubterraneous fires and volcanic 
eruptions. ‘* There exift evident marks of two craters, and 
in all parts.of the ifland the ftone has completely the appears 
ance of lava : {trata of pumice, and fcoria perfely vitrified, 
every where abound.”’ Some alteration appears to have taken 

lace in the foil of Madeira; Dr. Gourlay defcribes it as 
hesins once been extremely fertile, yielding in luxuriance 
every produétion of nature, and fatuithing tor four hundred 
years, with the affiftance of little or no manure, a conftant 
fucceffion of crops ; whereas, many fituations which formerly 
produced fome ot the fineft wines in.the ifland, now prefent 
nothing but bare rocks, or fmall hillocks of earth. 


*¢ The moft common foil is pumice ftone, of the confiftence of 
foft rock, mixed with a proportion of clay, fand, and marle, and 
alfo a dark red earth, confitting of the three latter ingredients, 
only without the pumice. Several of the fimaller hills confift of a 
black or grey fand, a grcat proportion of which is lava, or 
&oriated matter, Thefe varieties of foil are all proper for the 
: O04 vine ; 
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vine ; but being very poor, they require the frequent affiftance of 


manure ; for otherwife the plants foon decay, or produce feanty 
cfops.”” 


The rocks of the ifland confift, in general, of a blue flone, 
called by the natives pedra viva, fomething like our whin. 
ftone ; but, in reality, lava—there sre feveral varieties of 
this {tone. It is often found having the appearance of ba- 
Jalies; and, at other times, as at Mexioo,+a village ten miles 
trom Funchal, in the form of glafs imbedded in loo‘e earth. 
There are two kinds of free ftone in common ufe, the one 
hard, the other foft ; and ‘in fome parts of the ifland ‘a fort 
of lime flone or gypfum is found. . 

With proper cultivation, the ifland might-be rendered ex- 

tremely tertile; European, as wellas tropical, fruits grow there- 
in perteétion ; and a variety ot indigenous plants are found, 
Groves of trees, chiefly cedar, formerly extended to the fea 
fhore, but thefe are now feldom obferved, except in the in- 
terior parts of the country. The pine, the chefnut tree, the 
poplar, the wild olive, the laurel, and the orange tree, allo 
thrive in this ifland ; alfo the naffo wood, or lignum Klodinm, 
which 1s much uled fer domeflic purpofes, and equals ma- 
hogany in beauty. “ This ifland alfo boafts of being the firfk, 
fituation in the weftern worl', where the arunde faccherifera, 
or fugar cane, was cultivated. The fugar of Madetra is un- 
commonly fine, and pofleifes a peculiar violet {fm ll.’ The 
growth of the vine, however, has now fuperfeded that of 
the fugar cane. A very great variety of grapes is produced 
in Madeira. ‘The vintage begins early in September: our 
author gives a pretty full account of the procefs of making 
the wine, the average quantity of which is from 25 to 30,000 
pipes; only half of this is exported, the remainder being 
confumed on the ifland. 
» Befides the tices which grow on the higher lands, the 
mountains are covered with feveral varieties of brufh wood ; 
of thefe tie principal is the heath, which reaches a great fize ; 
the broom; a kind of beech called faya; and a ‘pecies of 
bilberry, vaccinium, The ftrawberry grows wild in great 
plenty, and the myrtle abounds. 

Various herbs and roots, culinary and medicinal, are eafily 
cultivated; and many plants grow f{pontaneoufly ; among 
thee 1s the palm tree, which grows to a great height, flowers 
and bears {ruit in abundance, though it never attains per- 
fection, nor do the feeds, when planted, vegetate ; from 
which the author concludes, thet the plant is a temale, ‘* and 
thet there is no male one in the ifland by which it might be 


fecundated.”” 
“ OF 
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"© OF the ftone fruits, there are the cherries, plumbs, peach, 
netarine and apricot.—Of the apple tribe, the common apple, 
pear, medlar, quince, pine apple, orange, lemon, lime, bergamot, 
pomegranate, guava, and banana, Of the fmall feeded fruits, the 
ftrawberry, red and white currant, goofeberry, bilberry, mulberry 
and grapes, ate the principal ones.-Of the farinaceous fruits, the 
cucimbet, melon and pompion, ate the chief; the laft is much 
uled as an article of diet.” P. 23. 


Madeira affords abundance of cattle, but the fleth is rather 
inferior to that in England. Poultry and imal! birds are 
plentiful; and the market is well fupplied with various kinds 
of fifth, We with that Dr. Gourlay had paid more attention 
tothe natural hiftory of this ifland, being convinced, that he 
might have furniihed much interefling intelligence. 

His account of the inhabitants, is on the isola pleafing. 


«¢ The natives of Madeira, particularly the peafantry, are 
diftinguifhed by an olive or tawney coloar of fkin, and a fwarthy 
complexion ; nor is it improbable that they are of Mulatto or 
Moorith origin. Indeed only a few of the firft families, at all 
refemble in complexion the fair inhabitants of northern Europe, 
and thefe ate unequivocally of Portuguefe extration. The people 
of Madeira are, in general, athletic, well made, active, and of a 
middle ftature. Thofe of the lower clafs, or the country people, 
are fober, inoffenfive, economical, and capable of enduring much 
hard labour ; in the profecation of which a? are often reduced 
to great emaciation of body, and debility of conftitution, and 
thus a premature old age is brought on. The higher claffes, on 
the contrary, are inclined tocorpulence, and at the fame time more 
difpofed to indolence, attended with a morofenefs of temper, and 
difpofition to melancholy : though fober in refpect to drinking, 
they are apt too often to indulge in eating to excefs ; from this 
circumftance, joined to the fcdentary lite they lead, they become 
fubje& to a variety of chronic diforders, and alfo early arrive at 
a premature old age ; nof is it to be concealed, that of late years 
the ufe of fpirituous liquors has become common here among all 
ranks, which has opened a new field for the production of a long 
train of maladies.’’ P. 27. 


4 


The women marry early and are very prolific ; there being 
generally from fix to twelve children in one family, although 
the mothers often fuckle their infants from two to three 
years, to prevent their having fuch a numerous progeny. 
They lead a fedentary life ; are very abflemious on faft days 
and during Lent; the younger branches of the highelt 
families, are-confined within convents, where, to poverty of 
dict, is added the rigorous and dull monotous courfe of 
, religious 
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religious exercife, they are unremittingly condemned to 
perform, fhut up as they thus are from the common air, and 
the common ufe of their limbs. From the combined operas 
tion of thefe caufes we are not furprized to hear that the 
females fuffer much in their health, and have foon the appears 
ance and the infirmities of premature old age. 

‘ Dr. Gourlay defcribes the temper of the Portuguefe inha. 
bitants of Madeira, as impetuous and irafcible; the praétice 
of ftabbing, however, is by no means wily and is con. 
fined to the loweft clafles ; ftrangers are never molefted; but 
fince the arrival of the Britifh troops, feveral of the foldiers 
have been ftabbed by the natives. We have no doubt that 
a longer and more intimate acquaintance with Britifh 
foldiers, will induce the Foitiauehs to abandon altogether 
this unmanly and degrading practice, efpecially when we 
learn, that 


*« No nation is poffeffed of more elegant manners, with a 
greater degree of courteoufnefs, csi, and contentment, 
than the Portuguefe, although placed under an arbitrary govern. 
ment, and fubject to great oppreflion ; to ftrangers, particularly, 
their kindnefs and generofity overflow.’’ P. 30. 


The fecond part of this publication treats of the climate of 
Madeira, which has long been extolled for its falubrity.. This 
is attributed in a great degree to the uniformity of the tempera- 
ture, which prevails there the greateft part of the year; 
the hotteft months being rendered lest, by a regular 
fucceflion of land and fea breezes, that cool and purify the 
atmofphere. 


«¢ During the fummer months the thermometer ranges from 6% 
to 76, in the courfe of the day, its medium heat in the fhade, being 
from 73 to 75. In winter it ranges from 57 to 65, its medium 
in the thade being from 60 to 64, and during this colder feafon, it 
only drops below 57, when the northerly winds prevail on the 
heights with falls of fnow. It feldom alfo rifes above 65, except 
when there are eafterly winds. During the fummer it fometimes 
rifes to 80 and upwards, and during the prevalence of hot winds 
it ftands even fo high as 85.—Indeed, during the Sirocco winds, 
it has rifen at times to 130 and upwards, when the heat was fuffi- 
cient in a few feconds to melt wax. The hotteft time of the day, 
during the whole year, is between the hours of one and three, 
P. M. and the cooleft period, a few hours after midnight. 
During the day, the whole range of the thermometer will feldom 
ut any feafon exceed two, or at moft four degrees, and fre. 
quently, for feveral days together, the fame degree of heat is ine 


dicated,”” P. 32. | 
Thefe 
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."Thefe obfervations were made in the town of Funchal, 
where, as in all other low fituations on the ifland, the tem- 


erature is 10, 12, or more degrees greater than on the 
3 abieade. | 

In July, Auguft, and September, which are the hotteft 
months, the heat fometimes, however, becomes exceflive;_ 
and occafionally in winter a ftorm is experienced ; in 1803, 
indeed, one of extraordinary violence occurred. _Befides 
the damage occafioned in other parts of the ifland, the town 
of Funchal fuffered moft feverely ; ‘* whole ftreets of houfes; 
with their inhabitants, were fwept into the fea, churches, 
bridges, and edifices of every defcription, were involved im 
the fame general wreck, leaving hardly a ftone or other 
veftige behird them, to be difcovered on the following morn- 
ing when the florm abated. It is computed that no lefs than 
300 fouls perifhed on this occafion.” 

The coldeft months of the year, are January, February, 
March, when the winds generally blow from N.N.E. ’ 

This part of the work clofes with a long extract from 
a meteorological regifter kept during a period of fixteen 

ears. 

’ The remainder of the volume is occupied with an account 
of the maladies which prevail in Madeira. Notwithftandin 
the boafted falubrity of the climate, and the mildnefs of the 
weather, the inhabitants of this ifland are affeéted with almoft 
every variety of difeafe, which is ufual in more northern 
regions; at times, very fickly feafons prevail, and even 
pulmonary confumption is a very frequent complaint. The 
author has given a defcription of the fymptoms, with a detail 
of the treatment of the difeafes which have oceurred to his 
_- notice, but as thefe differ little from thofe which we find in 
this country, we fhall conclude this article with fome obfer- 
vations on Confumption, in which complaint, a voyage to 
Madeira is generally the laft hope. | 

Dr. Gourlay acquaints us, that the proper period for con- 
fumptive patients to leave their native fhore, 1s the month of 
Otober, and that the fitteft feafon for them at Madeira, is 
from November to the beginning of June. Indeed the 
principal advantage which refults from ore of climate in 
fuch complaints, is avoiding the extremes of cold in winter, 
and of heat in fummer, The remedy which Dr. Gourla 
found moft fuccefsful, was digitalis, which certainly, in his 
hands, feems to have produced much more beneficial effeéts 
than we have experienced in this country. Unhappily in 
this complaint, patients too frequently deceive themfelvcs 
with the hope of recovery, till even change of climate will 
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aflord no effeétual benefit; it cannot then be too ftrongly 
urged, that the firlt appearance ot the dileafe fhould be the 
fignal for departure; and young people, in whom the pre. 
diipofition to it is ve y decided, would do well not to await 
even its approuch; as a fkriful gardener adapts the jut 
degree of temperature to a tcnder exotic, the judicious 
phyficicn fhould fofler the achcate offspring of confump- 
tive perents. Bl 


Quen — 
-_— 
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Art, LI. A Defcription of the Colleion of ancient Terra 
Cottas in the Britifo Mufeum, with Engravings. 4to. 89 po. 
4) plates. Il. lls. 6d. G. and W. Nicol. 1810, 


AMONG the many additions which hive been made of 
late years tothe Brituulh Mu ‘cum, none has been fo confi- 
derable, nor fo cieditable to tie munificence of Parliament, 
as the collection of ancient fculptures, .made by the late 
Charks Townley, Efg; who, during a long refidence at: 
Rome, and likewife fince his return to Englund, lof no 
@pportunity of procuring materials, and ultimately forming. 
an aggregate, which has for many years been confidered by 
aitifts and antiquaries as oreof the chief ornaments of his 
country. The gallery built for the reception of this impor. 
tant acquifiiion is now viewed with admiration by a great 
concourfe of vifitors*, who at the fame time exprefg their 
approbation of the facility recently afforded to the public, 
both for improving the national tafte by a tree and repeated 
accefs to thefe exquifite productions of att, and for the op. 

ortuniues offered to artifis for drawing trom models of fuch 
, toot excellence. , 

The whole of this colle&tion, exclufive of the Egyptian 
antiquities obtained by the capitulation of Alexandria, and 
which occupy one of the rooms of this gallery, is now 
depofized in nine rooms; and the firft of thefe contains the 
Terra Cottas, which are the fubjc&s of this publication. — 
Moli, if not all, of them were found in and near Rome; a 
great part were brought over by Mr. Nollekens, who atters 
wards fold them to Mr. Townley, but a confiderable number 
were imported by the latter gentleman. Thefe ancient bailo 





* Mr. G. Rofe, on a late occafion, ftated to the Houfe of 
Commons, that the number of perfons admitted during the laf 
twelve months amounted to no lefs than 30,000. 


relievos 
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~-relievos of baked clay, appear to have been chiefly caf in 
moulds, though perhaps afterwards retouched by the graver. 
They were ufed as decorations in the public and private build. 
ings probably as friezes, and they have at all times been prized 
by artifts, as being often the fir ft thoughts and the freeft exer- 
tions of the genius of the feulptor. Ol thedefigns fome are of 
Roman invention; but many appear to have been copied. 
from the works of Greek artifts. 

The plates to this volume, including the vignette, are 41 
in number, ‘Two of them exhibit a general view of the two 
fides of the room; and the remainder contain 80 fubjects, 
five of which reprefent ftatues leis than four feet -high, two. 
are heads of the bearded Bacchus, four are Amphoras, and 
the remainder are baffo relievos, moft of them on mythos 
logical fubjeéts. - The drawings were made from the Terra 
Cortas by Mr. Alexander, of whofe fkill as an artift fuficient 
proofs are tobe found in Sir George Staunton’s Account of 
Lord Macartney’s Embafly to China. The engravings are 
by various hands, and mofl of them executed with much 
neatnefs, and we can vouch from comparifon, with an equal 
degree of accuracy. Thofe we have the leaft in our power 
to commend, are the numbers 26, 27, 28, and 29. The 
defcriptions are by Mr,. Taylor Combe, librarian for the 
department of Antiquities in the Britifh Mufeum, who in this 
his firft publication, amply evinces his tafte and various eru- 
dition ; particularly his skill as an antiquary. As the work 
if intended to be continued throughout the colleétion, we 
may fafely augur, that pra€tice will produce a ftill higher de- 
gree of per febtidl in the fucceeding numbers. 

A work of this nature being incapable of abridgment, 
we muft content ourfelves with laying before our readers a 
few fpecimens of the defcriptions, in order to convey an 
idea of the ftyle in which:that part of the work is exe. 
cuted, 


No, XVI. 


«¢ A bas-relief, reprefenting the goddefs Minerva, fuperin. 
tending* the conftruction of the fhip Argo, ‘he figure employed. 





_ —2_ 


© < AdTh yap nat vie Bor nas’ gov Ob ob “Apyos ; 
Tevger Apesépidng, xsivng torcOnuoctmnes.  Apol. Rhod, i, 118, 
ipfamque fecundis 


Argois trabibus ja€teut fudafle Minervam.” 
Ciaud, de Bella Get. Ve 154 


a 
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in ufing a chiffel and hammer is Argus*, the builder of the thip’; 
and the other figure, affifted by Minerva in fixing the fail to the 
yard, is Tiphyst, the pilot of the vefflel. The thip was built at 
Pagafe, a fea-pert of Magnefia, in Theffaly, where there was a 
temple of Apollo; and the timber with which the veffel was 
conftruéted, was cut from the foreft of Pines on the top of Moxnt 
Pelisst. Winckelman is therefore of opinion that the tree and 
part of the edifice, which are introduced into this bas-relief, re. 
prefent, both the foreft of Pelios, and the ‘temple of Apollo. This 
foreft, however, could hardly have been reprefented fo clofe to the 
town, fince they ftood at a confiderable diftance from each,other ; 
‘and as the temple of Apollo could have no particular conneétion 
with the prefent fubjeét, it is probable that the edifice rather re. 
prefents part of the walls of the city of Pagafz, namely, that part 
which fronted the fea. The ftyle of the building coincides ftrongly 
with this fuppofition. This bas-relief, and two others fimilar to 
it, were feund in an old wall of a vineyard, near the Porta Latina 
at Rome, where they had been made ufe of inftead of bricks §, 
One of thefe bas-reliefs was procured for the colle€tion of Cardinal 
Albani, and is engraved in the frontifpiece to the firt volume of 
Winckelmann’s Monumenti Antichi inediti, Dimenfions 1 feot 
10 inches, by 2 fect 1 inch.’ P. 10. 


No. XLVII. 


«¢ A bas-relief, reprefenting Bacchus received as a guelt by 
Icarus |], Bacchus is reprefented in the coftume of India, with a 





# «¢ — ad carum Tritonia devolat Argum 
Moliri hunc puppim jubet, et demittere ferro 
Robora.’’ Val. Flacc. v. 646 


+ «6 Tiguy r Aynadne orgs iOv ropa nog. Orpbh. Arg. Ve. 120. 
quem curfus penes imperiumque carinz 
Tiphyn agit violenta lues.’’ Val. Fl. v.14. 


+ It thould be Pelion ; though Cellarius has once written Pe/ios. 
—In the following paffages it is in the nominative cafe. 

Et quas Offa tulit, quafque altus Pelion herbas. 

Pelion Hamoniz mons eft. Jd. Faft. 5. 381. Ovid Met.7.024. 
tet impofita, ) 
Pelion Offa. Seneca Agam. 337. and various other places. 
Rew 








| § See Winckelman, Hiftoire de l’Art. tom. 1. p. 29. 
Be et cun¢tis Baccho jucundior hofpes 
Icarus. Tibul. IV. i. g. 
¢¢ Cum Liber Pater ad homines eft profeétus, et fuorum froétuum 
fuavitatem atque jucunditatem oftenderet, ad Icariam et Erigonen 


in hofpitium liberale devenit, Hyginus i. 130”? 
© beard, 
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beard, and a garment reaching to the ground, A Faun is in the 
act of taking off his fandal, while another Fawn is ipporring 
Bacchus during the operation, Icarus is feated on a couch 
coming the arrival of Bacchus, In front of the couch is a table, 
covered with fruits and other refrefhments, Erigone, the daugh. 
ter of Icarus, is alfo feated on the couch, at the feet of her father; 
her own feet are refting on a footftoo!. ‘The figure, ftanding be. 
tween Icarus and Bacchus, appears to be a fervant in attendance, 
and his looks, which are diretted towards Icarus, feem to watch 
the commands of his mafter. Behind this group is a curtain, 
which extends acrofs the back-ground. A bas-relief, reprefenting 
the fame fubjeét, but more amplified, may be feen-among the 
ancient marbles in this collection, Dimenfions 1 foot 5 inches, 
by 1 foot 6% inches.” P. 25. 

This fubje& has till lately been erroneoufly confidered 
as reprefenting the feaft of Trimalchio, defcribed by Pee 
tronius. 


We have often lamented an injudicious practice in writers 
on Antiquities, who, while they lay before their readers 
engravings of the fubjeéts which they mean to illufltrate, enter 
into minute details of the attitudes, draperies and appendages, 
of all which an accurate knowledge may more eafily be ob. 
tained by mere infpection of ‘the plates. Mr. Combe, we 
acknowledge with pleafure, has tre{paffed in this refpe€& much 
lefs than the generality of his predeceffors, efpecially the Ita- 
lians, but we with him to be quite free from fuch redune 
dances.—The following {pecimen will beft explain the ten 
dency of our animadverfion, It may be urged, that in many 
cafes, unlefs an author be allowed to enter into fuch particu. 
lars, he will have nothing to fay on the fubject: but to this 
we briefly anfwer, ** Let him then fay nothing,” 


No, XXX. 


** A bas-relief, reprefenting Bacchus leaning on the fhoulders 
of a Faun, who is bearing an inverted torch in his left hand, Ag 
the feet of Bacchus, isa Panther holding uP its mouth to receive 
the wine, which is poured from a vafe held in the right hand of 
Bacchus *. Before this group is a Bacchante, holding a thyrfus 
decorated with fillets, Bacchus is here reprefented in his youthful 
character ; bis head is crowned with vine-leaves, and he bolds Some 
of the fruit and leaves of the vine in his left hand. Dimenfions 
r foot 54 inches, by 1 foot 1g inch.’’ P. 19. 


a 





_ — 


* «¢ ——- lynci prabet cratera bibenti.’’ 
Nemefian Ecl., iii. 66. ° 
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Perhapa, however, only the words printed in Italics cay 
ftri€tly be called {uperflucus, even here. We mutt fuppofe 
that Mr. Alexander wis relftrained as to the fize of his de. 
lineations, and that bad he had his own option, he would not 
have preferred fo {mall a fcale: and we muft add, that con- 
fidering the minutenefs of the objeéts, mere outlines would, 
in our opinion, have been lefs operofe, and equally, if not 
more, fatisfattory both to artifls and, amateurs. 





Art. IV, Memoirs of the Life of Thomas Beddoes, M. D, 
with an analytical Account of his Writings, by John Edwards 
Stock, M.D. 4to. pp. 413. Murray. 1810. 


IN all Biographical publications, the Reviewer muft be 
fuppofed to have twa objetts before him, the fubjeé of 
the hiftory, and the Biographer. We have in the prefent 
work, an account of the Life and Writings of an eminent 
phyfician, written by a brother phyfician of reputation and 
abilities, and were we to go regularly through the book, 
in order to prefent the = ia with a critical commentary, 
on its contents, we fhould have perhaps nearly as much to 
fay of the hiftorian, as of the perfon whofe hittory he writes. 
We do not mean to intimate that Dr. Stock really writes 
about himfelf, but in giving an account of the writings, 
remarks and difcoveries of his friend, he interfperfes further 
remarks of his own, fo as to render his hiftory a kind of 
review of Dr. Beddoes’s writings and opinions. Now it 
fo happens that almoft all the writings of Dr. Beddoes, men- 
tioned in this volume, have already been reviewed by our- 
felves, nor do we fee any particular occafion to alter our 
Opinions, fo that in our account of the work before us, 
we fhall have more to do with the man than with the 
phyfician and Philofopher. The lives of literary men, Dr, 
Stock obferves, feldom fupply the biographer with much 
diverfity of incident; we are bound, however, at the fame 
tune to acknowledge, that what they may want of this 
popular attrattion, is for the mdft part likely to be com- 
penfated by the importance and utility of the refearches 
and occupations to which fuch perfons may have devoted 
their time, and from the nature and charatter of the parti- 
cular purfuits in which Di. Beddoes engaged, we are very 
ready to admit, that no man’s lite could well have been 
more uninterruptedly, zealoufly and enthufiafticaily ap- 
plied to the advantage of his fellow creatures, than that of 

the 
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the learned perfon here preferved from oblivion. In fayin 
this, we lay out of the queftion, the a€ual utility, ‘an 
confequences of his labours and refearches; were they to 
turn out ultimately of no account at all to mankind in 
general, the Doétor would ftill deferve the fair praife due 
to every one who beftows his time and attention wholly 
upon purfuits fo intimately and immediately connected 
with the welfare, happinefs, and good of his brethren. 
We think it incumbent on us to fay this, openly and ex- 
a becaufe having before us the teftimony of ve 
re{pectable perfons, to the difintereftednefs and purity of all 
his aims and intentions, we cannot regard him in any lower 
light, than as a moft ardent philofopher, and fincere friend of 
man. Weare the more difpofed to fay this, becaufe in our 
former reviews of his writings and opinions, we have free 
quently found occafion to differ from him, and fometimes 
have been led to efpoufe the oppofite fide with an earneft- 
nefs and warmth of alias called for as we then thought, 
by the ftrong terms in which Dr. B. himfelf was wont to 
affert his own opinions; not always (undoubtedly,) with 
that liberality of fentiment and decorum of manners, the 
want of which he was forward to refent in all cafes that 
applied to himfelf.. He was undoubtedly an eccentric man, 
but eccentricity may lead to good as well as harm: It is not 
therefore any pofitive fault in itfelf; and it is well to have 
fhown, as the prefent biographer bas done, that the eccen- 
tricity of Dr. Beddoes always tended towards the good and 
happinefs of man, however attainable ; thefe were the objets 
he conftantly had in view. 

The Do&or was by defcent of Welch extraction, though 
born himfelf at Shiffnall, in Shropfhire, April 15, 1760, where 
he received the firft rudiments of his education, but was foon 

.temoved to Brood [or Brewood } in Staffordthire ; he very early 
-difplayed a thirft for knowledge, and, as is frequently the 
per appears to have been determined rather by accident 
than defign, to adopt the line in which he afterwards moft 
diftingui himfelf. From Brood he was removed to the 
free grammar-{chool at Bridgenorth, which he quitted 
again at the age of thirteen. His manners and habits at {chool 
were peculiar. He feemed early to give way to deep thonght 
and refle&tion, and this, added to a natural ihynefs of dif- 
ofition, gave him an air of referve, which diftinguifhed 
pin from his young affociates. In May, 1778, he was 
placed under the tuition of the Rev. Samuel Dickenfon, 
re€tor of Blym-hill, in Staffordthire, who fupplied the bio. 
Pp grapker 
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grapher with fome particulars of his charaéter, highly 
creditable tohim. In 1776, he was removed to Pembroke 
College, Oxford; here he applied himfelf with remarkable 
indullry and diligence to the ftudy of modern languages, 
chemiliry, mineralogy, and botany. In 1781, he vifitedthe 
metropolis, and fludied anatomy, under Sheldon. In the 
courfe of thefe fludies it was, that he undeitook to tranflate 
and publifh the works of Spallanzani, which appeared in 
4784. Dr. Stock is inclined to think, he was undoubtedly 
the perfon who fuppled the notes to Dr. Cullen’s edition 
of Bergman’s Phyfical and Chemical Effays; in 1786, he 
edited Scheele’s Chemical Effays. In 1783, he took the 
degree of mafler of arts. In 1784, Khe went to Edinburgh, 
where he diftinguifhed himfelf, not only as a member, but 
for fome time Prefident of the Royal Medical and Natural 
Hittory Societies; he was highly gratified with his refidence 
at this place. In 1786, he returned to Oxford and took his 
Dottois degree; in the fame year he vifited the Continent, and 
became acquainted with various eminent naturalifts, ‘&c, 
It was fhortly after his return from the Continent, that he 
received the appointment to the Chemical Leéturefhip at 
Oxtord, in which fituation he certainly diftinguifhed himfelf 
much, and was generally attended by a clafs, not only nu- 
merous, but particularly refpeétable. Mineralogy at this 
time appears to have occupied much of his attention; his 
Theory of the Earth, Dr. Stock tells us, was conformable to 
that of Hutton, and he was a zealous Vulcaniftl. We 
know this to have been the cafe; but we alfo know, that at 
this time he was particula:ly hafly in his conclufions, and 
would frequently acknowledge that he had been mifled in 
the. judgment he had formed of certain foflils, efpecially 
in regard to the operations of fire; and we can cite a very 
remarkable inflance of this, which happened very foon after his 
firft Pinions had been publicly declared and maintained before 
a large audience *. At this time nothing feemed to — 

im 


“ * 





* The cafe was fimply this. The writer of this article had 
brought to Oxford from the fummit of one of the mountains 
furrounding Coniften Lake, in Lancafhire, fome fpecimens which 
had evidenily undergone the operation of fire, but which hap. 

ned to abound near a /ol/.av on the top of the mountain, 
which fome /ta/iaz gentlemen had not long before pronounced to 
be the crater of an extin& Voleano. Upon fhowing them to Dr. 
Beddoes, he was fo perfuaded of the fact, that he even fummoned 
a particular affembly of the members of the Univerfity, by an 

extrae 
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him. more than the account of the Two Giants Caufeways, 
or groups of prifmatic bafaltine columns, in the Venetian 
ftates, in Italy, in the LXVth Vol. of the Philofophical 
Tranfaétions, communicated by Mr. Strange, long lis Ma- 
jefly’s Refident at Venice, a circumftance incidental! 

mentioned by himfelf in the work before us, and to which, 
from an acquaintance at the very time, with both the learned 


perfons alluded to, the writer of this article can bear ample 
teftimony. | 


Many pages of the work before us are taken up with a. 


poetical attempt of Dr. Beddoes in the ftyle of Dr. Darwin 
and fome difcuffion is entered mto, upon the merits of the 
latter gentleman’s productions. As our opinions upon this 
{fubject are flated elfewhere, we need not enter upon it 
again; Dr. Stock is evidentlya great admirer of Dr. D., 
but he admits, that the public has been much divided in re- 
gard’ both to the Poetry and Philofophy of the celebrated 
phyfician and bard of Derbythire. a) ae 
Dr. Beddoes’s retirement from Oxford, which we believe 
took place in the year 1792, feems to have been accelerated by 
his intemperance in politics, occafioned by the remarkable 
circumftarices of the times.” Dr. Stock has taken fome 
pains to foften and palliate every thing that was exception. 
able in the Do@tor’s condué&t, andto give a fair and candid 
account of the motives by which he was probably a€tuated - 
: t 





extraordinary notice, before whom he delivered a long Le¢ture on 
the fpecimens fupplied, as indicative of the natural Operations of 
fire in thofe parts of England, A very fhort time after,’ the 
writer of this article having reafon to think he had changed his 
opinions, queftioned him again about the fame {pecimens, when 
he protefted that they were evidently nothing better than mere 
flags from fome ‘old furnace, and that he had fince difcovered 
a criterion by which he could diftinguifh between the produttions 
of natural and artificial fire, but this difcovery, and the con. 
fequent change of his fentiments, he could not be prevailed on 
to annouuce as publicly as he had delivered his former opinions 5 
in fact, he had engaged in new purfuits, and he concluded the 
Univerfity “ould difcover the miftake without being told of i¢ 
by himfel’.: 

* W: are bound to believe that Dr. Beddoes was far from 
wifhirg ever to inculcate ‘more than conftitutional refiftance,’* 
for b. pofitively afferts it himfelf in the work before us, p. 117» 
thar he was fincere alfo in ‘* deprecating all violence,’ and 
could * fhudder at the idea of confufion,"’ we are likewife dif- 
pofed to belicye, not only from his own declarations, but from 
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It was in the year 1793, that the Doétor removed to Briftol, 
where he began that career of medical and phyfiological 
refearches, experiments, and leftures, which made him 
fo. generally confpicuous, and which appear to have been 
continued with the moft ftriking zeal and perfeverance to 
the laft moment of his fhort life, varied according to cir 
cumftances, but never wholly abandoned. 

At Briftol Dr. Beddoes firft formed a conne€tion with the 
family of Mr. Edgeworth, the author of the popular work 
on Pr.étical E‘ucation, whofe daughter he afterwards 
married. In the year 1798, the two elder fons of W. H. 
L. Efg. M.P. (we prefume Mr. Lambton, member for 
Durham) were pleced under the care of Dr. B. in confor- 
mity, as it would feem, with the exprefs wifh of their de- 
ceafed parent, to be brought up on Dr. B.’s wn plan of 
education. ‘They continued with him four years, and the 
learned hiftorian remarks, that upon this occafion ‘* he rea- 
Jized very happily, in his mode of inftru€tion, many, of 
his former theeries on the fubjeét of education; and the 
refults were highly gratifying.” This is certainly as much 
as the editor could be expected to fay, and we are not in- 
clined to difpute it, not being ourfelves in the way of appre- 
ciating the effeéts alluded to. 

In the fame year, the Pneumatic Inftitution was opened, 
which is certainly particularly memorable as an zra in phi- 
lofophy, if for no other reafon, yet for this, that it was almoft 
the firft lage on which Mr. Davy began to exhibit his 
extraordinary talents. Weare not unwilling, however, to 
allign. to this Inflitution a credit of its own. Though ap- 
parently forgotten and done with at the prefent moment, 
we confefs we feel inclined to agree with Dr. Stock, that 
perhaps, ‘* Pneumatic medicine has fallen into premature 
and unmerited oblivion,” p. $14. _Gafeous remedies appear 
to us undoubtedly to be capable of confidlerable effe&ts, and 
we fee no reafon why they may not by judicious methods of 
modification and exhibition, fimple or combined, be fome 
time or other brought to bear no inconfiderable fhare, in the 
alleviation certainly, and poffibly in the perfect cure of fome 
of the worft difeafes to which mankind is liable. We 





what we knew of the private temper and amiablenefs of the 
man; but undoubtedly he often fpoke and often awvrete of public 
sen and public meafures, in a ftrain, which was, to fay the leaf 
of it, liable in the nature of things to produce an irritation, 
which might have much exceeded the bounds he would have 
himfclf prefcribed : a cafe by no means uncommon, 


judge 








judge ey from the effects unqueftionably and undeniably 
produced Loe exhibition ; which, however incapable at 
prefent of 

to certain ends, may yet, we apprehend, in time, be better 
underftood, and more fcientifically applied. 

We are much inclined alfo to give Dr. B. great credit 
for his wifh to diffeminate certain principles of medical 
knowledge among all claffes of perfons. We are confident 
that a juft conception of the true nature of the fir/t /ymptoms 
of difeafe, would indeed tend greatly to the leffening the 
amount of fatal cafes, and exceedingly alleviate and abridge 
the fufferings of the fpecies at large. ‘* Preventive and 
prophylactic medicine” in fhort, is, in our opinion, a grand 
defideratum, efpecially among the poor, whofe ignorance 
upon this particular point exceeds any thing that can be 
conceived, and is, we fear, the occafion of the lofs of 
many children. Still, however, we are aware of the amazing 
difficulty of teaching thofe who are refolved not to learn. 
Quacks and empirics, and village goffips, againft whom Dr, 
B, was particularly fevere, would, we are confident, lon 
maintain their ground againft the wifeft and beft condule 
efforts of regular pra€titioners, ‘We cannot forbear extract. 
ing one of the Do@or’s remarks on a certain clafs of pere 


fons juft alluded to, namely, Village Goffips, who 


*¢ Without faculties to comprehend the laws of the human 
fyftem, even if they had attempted to ftudy them, force upon 
their friends fome infallible recipe, for any diforder’ with which 
they may be afflicted,’ 


The Door obferves, that 


*« It is particularly worthy of remark, that the interference of 
thefe volunteer praGtitioners is almoft uniformly confined to the 
medical provjace alone ; were a, of them to produce her .cafe 
of inftruments, itis doubted whether even the politenefs due to 
the fex would induce fubmiflion to any furgical operation, though 
it were only propofed to open a vein; and yet,’’ adds the Doétor, 
““the tools of the phyfician are not lefs keen than thofe of the 
furgeon: but a fimple reafon will exptain the difference ; their 
operation is fecret*,’’ P. 398. 





——_—— as 


# «¢ From a remark of the Doétor’s, however, to be found 
in the appendix, it appears, that he thought quackery not upon 
‘the increafe, but that ‘ in proportion to the population of the 
eountry, medicine is now lefs frequently adminiftered by unpro, 
fefional hands, than at any former period,’* : 
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We are confident Dr. Beddoes had a juft view of many 
real evils fubfifling in the world, though perhaps he might 
fee others in too {trong a, light, and concerning fome, be 
altogether miftaken. That in regard to a// errors and abufes, 
he was generally too fanguine about the practicability of 
their {peedy removal, and too hafly in applying his remedies 
and certainly by no means difcreet in his mode of employ- 
ing them, we moft fully admit; but we are yet willing 
to give him credit, for projeéting many things, which under 
other circumftances, and even in other hands, might pofilbly, 
with great advantage to the world in general, be carried into 
effect, and probably one time or other will be realized. | 

It is very melancholy, but highly inflructive, to read the 
account of Dr. Beddoes’s end. Nothing can be more cal- 
culated to-reprefs all extravagant profpeéts of fublunary 
happinefs, or that confidence which we are all too apt to 
place in the future events of life. With a mind as a€tive as 
ever, perhaps more fo than at any other period of his life, 
with an imagination teeming with projefis and fpeculations, 
upon ape the moft important, happy in his family, com- 
fortable, perhaps even affluent in his circumftances, and {9 
little advanced in the carcer of life, as fairly to admit the 
hope of many years to come, he is fuddenly arrefled by the 
hand of death ; and notwithftanding all his own fkill, and 
the care and advice and clofeft attention of many eminent 
medical friends, hurried to the grave, and removed from 
a ftage on which no man was calculated to aét a bufier 
part. ‘Though himfelf a pra&titioner, he feems, as is not 
uncommon, to have entertained wrong notions of his malady, 
and probably at luft fell a viétim to a complaint, leaft fuf- 
—- ly himfelf, though not fo by the friends who knew 

im. He judged his hepatic fyftem to be out of order, 
but the complaint lay in his cheft, his refpiration had always 
been difficult,.and fenfibly fo to his acquaintance, Dr. 
Beddoes died before he had completed his 49th year. 

The charaéter which Dr. Stock has given of him we 
have read with pleafuse;, we verily believe it to be. juft; 
privately we always entertained a regard and high refpect 
for him; publickly we often differed from him, and our 
opinion was no lefs fixed and determined. We ever account 
ed him capable of great things, but too hurried, too fanguine, 
too unconfcious of the lapfe of time, and too little aware of 
the want of opportunity for any one man to accomplifh any - 
very numerous ends, either of: irvention or reformation. 
To effeét all that hewifhed to do, he ought to have been 
able to calculate upon a refidence here of at leaft a — 
ap 
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fand years, but this being evidently impracticable, it would 
have been better if he had not attempted too mach, .but bad 
fixed his whole thoug! ts, and applied all his time to fome one 
defign. It was, however, as poflible to fay the lightning, 
or regulate the winds ‘as his movements; they. were too 
rapid to take any flealy direétion ; and. he. was. ealily 
turned efile from any purfuit by new objeéts of curiofity 
or enguiry *. As he was not above changing his opinions 
upon conviction, it appears much to be withed, that fo well- 
meauing, and fo very ingenious, a man could haye hived 
much lo. ger, but his p emature death is among the eventé, 
which in our prefent fl.te, we muft not prefume to fathom 
or unde: fland—-Providence fees not as we fee. eee ors’ 

Dr. Stock has enlivened his baok by many pleafant’ trases 
of character, difplayed principally in the intercourle Offs 
friend with other eminent perlogs, his correfpondence, and 
his occafional remarks. j 

The following account of his reception of a learned 
foreigner, is fo perfgétly charafteriflic of the man, that We 
cannot poffibly omit to tran{cribe it, though alieady fele&ed 
by other reviewers. 


is 


* As Dr. Stock’has particularly noticed this feature in his cha. 
racter, we fhall not fcruple to relate the following circumftance, 
to fhow how rapidly and inconfiderately he pafled from one pur. 
fuit to another. In the fummer of 1792,:Dr. B. applied +o 
the writer of this article, then at Oxford, to find him. fome 
young perfon, capable of tranflating French, and acquainted 
enovgh with mineralogy and chemiftry, to undertake an nogh 
edition: of Dolmiea’s Travels to the Lipari Ilands. Inftead of 
recommending any third perfon, the writer of this article, being’ 
perfectly at leifure, undertook the tranflation, Dr. B. was 
much pleafed with the offer, undertook to fpare no efforts to 
make it an important work; and accordingly wrote to Dolomiem then 
at Paris, to apprize bim of the ype) He engaged a moft 
ingenious German, then “at Oxford, to make drawings of certain 
foliils ; he engaged Meffrs. Cadell to print the work, and take 
the charge of the engravings, and the whole for which he made 
himfelf vefponfible was, to write a Preface. .The event, however, 
really’ was, that though M. Dolomitu much efpoufed the work, 
and fent- over many drawings of foflils, from the King’s library, 
at Paris; though the German draftfmen copied many of thém 
moft beautifully, though Meffrs. Cadell ftood to their agreement, 
and the tranflation was fully completéd and put into his hands, 
the whole came to nothing; his thonghts had taken a different” 
turn, and he could not be induced URS a ftep further in the 
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** In the year 1803, Doétor Jofeph Frank, of Vienna, having 
vifited England, for the purpofe of examining into the ftate of oug 
rifons, “and charitable inffitutions for the fick, called upon Dr. 
ddoes, at Clifton. ‘The account of the interview we have from 
himfelf, and it is briefly as follows. ¢ All his acquaintance,’ fays 
Dr. F.' “had told me before-hand, that ] fhould find in Dr, 
Beddocs, a man, whofe premier abord was rather repulfive. | 
entering his houfe, I gave the fervant my introduttory letters, 
‘that his mafter might be fomewhat prepared, and not taken by 
4. farprife. “After waiting about a quarter of an hour, Dr. Beddoes 
red with feveral books under his arm. The firft’ words 
t he addreffed to me, were, ‘ which Dr. Frank are you? for 
there are a great many of you.’ Before I could anfwer him, 
he laid before me, in a row, heveral books, all written by Franks, 
¢opftantly aking as he turned them over, ‘ Is that you? Is that 
you?’ The firft that met my eye, was a Materia Medica, by 
Solomon Frank, I protefted againft this being mine. Then fol. 
lowed fome of the works which I had written in elucidation of 
the Brunonian fyftem. Having now recognized me, Brown 
became the firft topic of our converfation, &c.’* | 


In an appendix we have two curious papers, which were 
read by the Doétor before the Natural Hiftory fociety, of 
Edinburgh, the one on the Sexual fy{tem of vegetables, the 
other on the Scale of Being, In which, as Dr. Stock’ res 
marks, ‘‘ he maintains the negative of both thefe queftiorig 
with confiderable ingenuity.’ In the latter, there isa 

ogd deal of humorous fatire, very entertaining certainly, 
But rather unfuitable to the dignity and gravity of a Philo. 
fophical Society. The following fpecimen will amufe the 
reader. : . 


“ To thew the difficulty of adjufting the claims of different 
beings to certain ftations, it will be proper to confider a few 
inftances. I fhall fuppofe that man has taken his place, and that 
a competition arifes among the other animals for the honour of 
ftanding next the Lord of creation. The ape will urge his 
form, the half-reafoning elephant, his fuperior intelligence ; the 
beaver his mechanic arts, his dependence on the co-operating 
powers of many affociated individuals for his well-being, and may 
not the pertnefs of the parrot produce in her favour, the power 
of uttering articulate founds? nay may not the abject bradypus, 
which may be faid rather to grow than to live, and in fagacity 
is lower than the infeéts, put in a ftill more powerful claim? 
If native helpleffnefs, if paucity and weaknefs of inftin®s be 
among the charatteriftics of man, then will an impartial judge 
hefitate, before he difmiffes this plea as inadequate ; and if he, 
moreover, takes into confideration the circamftances of pectoral 
mammz, and no very diftant fimilitude of habit in othey relpet, 

¢ 
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he muft either invite this feeming outcaft of nature to a feat by 
his fide, or pronounce the conteft doubtful. : 

*€ Ie would be no lefs difficult to find the next link to the 
bradypus : for it is altied to the Pecora by the property of rumi. 
nation; to the birds in having a common cloaca; to the am. 
phibious animals, by tenacity of life, faintnefs of vital 
actions ; to the myrmecophagus, in haying ftrong and reflected 
nails, and in wanting dentes incifores. From the myrmeco. - 
phagus, the manis diifers only in aneing fcales, inftead of which 
the Darypus is provided with a fhell, by means of which this 
genus is allied to the Teftudines, I mention thefe laft marks of 
refemblance, merely to fhew what kind of a chain might be con, 
Rtructed if equal or ftronger marks oi refemblance were kept gut 
gf view. The following would be a few of the links; 

ree | Homo fapiens, fo 
Bradypus,_. 
Myrmecophag us, 
on 
any pus 
, Teftudo, 
Whenee it appears that we might get from an alderman to a turtle 
at five fteps.’’ 

In the appendix alfo ‘ace fome very amufing extraéts 
from the Dodo Commant place book, which oe well cal- 
culated to fhow the courfe and turn of his thoughts, and the 
many experimentg he had in view, fome of the latter, 
however, though comnefted with very important refearches, 
will fearcely be read without a fmile, fuch for inftance, as 
fotlows; 

“¢ Memogandum.—To try this.—To opiate a number of frogs 
near an air-thermometer, Alfo to digitali/e them. Pho/phorm.— 
To eat a little; bleed; fmell and try the air in the dark, if 
jJuminous.’”’ : 


The following articles pleafed us as well as any, 


$¢ Nature—It is a vulgar error to fay fach an invalid muft be 
left to nature, the thing is nearly impoffible. Nature has. no 
temple in which the fick can’ be depofited. Medicines made up 
at an apothecaries may be difcarded, but fome fuftenance muft be 
adminiftered, fome plan of management followed, and the 
citcumftances of may be far from indifferent. What they call 
nature is all er/; art-fed, art.drefled wifuals; as artificial as 
medicines,”? es 

*¢ Names—The force of genius preferves a writer againk cer. 
tain faults of. tafte; Shakefpeare calls fcarce any of his charac. 
ters by adjectives, expreffive of the chara¢ter he means to paint, 
except Shallow and Slender. The vulgar author of the Pilgrim’s 
Progrefs, vulgasly labels all his. It js a miferable thife to help 
| ) , : aa 
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out deficiency in dramatic drawing and colouring. It fhould be 
left to. the reader to fiod out the proper epithet. ~ The name and 
nature of different members of a family are put fadivat crofs 
per f2s, If the hypocrite hero of the School for Scandal, is to 

aptized Jofeph Tn oh his brother ought to have ftood in 


the dramatis perfana, as Charles Bottom.’’ 


We mutt now take our leave of Dr. Beddoes, and we do it 
with unfeigned regret, lamenting his early end on many 
accounts, but efpecially becaufe we think age might have 
corre€ted fome of thofe blemifhes, or rather brilliant ec- 
centricities in his charaéter, which prevented his doing juf- 
tice, even to his own defigns, and his own powers.. Had he 
been lefs impetuous, lefs fanguine, and more capable of 
fixing and concentrating his views, he might have accom. 
ner much more good,and left the world much more 

enefited by his extraordinary labours, and indefatigable dili- 
gence. ‘To the work before us is prefixed an engraving of 
the Doétor, by Warren, from a puinting by Bird, which 
wethink one of the happieft refemblances we ever remember 
to have feen. jill ae: 


.s 





: | Arr. V. A Refutation of Calvinifm, Se. Fc. TE ; 
» (Continued from p. 457.) it teal 

HEN the true friend to the church of England. refleéis 

** ferioufly and deeply on the pecuniary firength aswell 


* 





* The following plan fhould have appeared as a Note on ‘the 
words changing the order,” &c. in page 437, 0f our. Jak - 
Number :— ‘ : Vx 

REVIEW. 7 REFUTATION, 


I, Account ofCal- } rC. VILL. p. 591. 
-vimitic Doc. ve 

*_ § dumanes. 

Id, Original Sin.. 
Free Will, 
Operation of 

the Holy 
Spirit. 

Ill. Regenera- ¢ 

tion. 

IV.) Juftification, 
Faith. 

‘Good Works. 

V. Univerfal Re. 

demption. 
Election. 
Reprobation, J 


Cc. p. Te 


VI. p. 511. 
re and our Re. 
C. 1V..p.134. 


h the Fathers’ Account 
3. As oppofed by the Primitive Fathers, 


If, p. 527 


| 4 Cc. TIT. P- $8. 


fotmed Church. .. « 
Ref. Cc i, P- 1. | Ref. C; III,_p. 97> 
Cc 


Cc. Il. p. 97 


Ref..C. V. p. 287. 


Ref, C. V 


2. As compared -wit 
. Il. p. 83. 


C. IV, p- 184. 


of Herefies, Ref. C. 


As defcribed in Calvin’s “Works. 











4. As oppofed ‘by Scfiptu 


as 














The Bifbop of Lincoln's Refutation of Calvinifm. $79 
as on the mental faculties of her opponents, he will rejoice 
at the perdfal of any work, ‘which illuftrates her do&rines> 
and at the fame time defends her againft the charge of incon- 
fiflency, or of favouring tenets, to which her genuine fons 
are profeffediy hoftile. While the eftablifhment is affailed 
both within and without, the beft of her members fhould 
openly come forward with the firmnefs of reafon, ‘and con- 
fidence of truth, and nobly.fpurn thofe mean, however fore - 
midable, methods of oppofition, which her enemies fo'affidus 
oufly employ. The members of the~church of England, 
who occupy the vantage ground in this conteft, fhould not 
floop to feek any benefit from fuch unworthy meatis No 
folid advantage ought either to be fought’ of expetted by 
them from infulated remarks, from detached pamphlets, or 
anonymous publications. We muft look for the jufum 
volumen: ‘we mutt call for writers, whofe ‘talents -are diftine 
guifhed, whofe learning is acknowledged, and whofe ftations 
are dignified. Such muft fland forward as champions of our 
reformed church, and repel the accufations, which are 
brought againft her articles and formularies by thofe, who 
rally round the ftandard of Calvin. “308 


Téiv ro jeactelacn év¥pdaiv Ppownaray’ 
“H yAdioo” ddnbris yiveras xarayopes. . 
ZEich, Sept. contra Theb. 444.» 


Dr: Bentley, “ like an‘eagle in a dove-cote, fluttered” the 
band of difbelievers by his CONFUTATION OF ATHEISM, 
in the ‘days of our forefathers’; nor,——/i guid veri mens 
augurat, fhall a lefs effe€tual overthrow accompany, in its 
progrefs, ‘the REFUTATION OF CALVINSIM. It will 
provoke a hoft of replies from the followers of the Geneva 
reformer ; but it becomes them to recolle&, that every reply 
is not-an anfwer. Happy would it be for the prefent age, 
if fome of ‘our learned Bilhops would exert themfelves 
with equal zeal and abilities. in reprobating the ee 
tenets of ancient Socinians, or modern Unitarians. They 
who can coolly.and deliberately degrade the Son of God; 
and can ftruggle to fink the eternal Author of their religion 
into a mére man; might, with more confiftency of charatter, 
reject Chriftianity as a fable, than, after mutilating the 
fcriptures in defiance of all authority, and witha worfethan 
puerile abandonment of the, very fof principles of genuine 
criticifm, prefumptuoufly dare, to denominate . themfelveg 
CuRisTiANs.——Yet: Peace to al] fuch! : 


"Ovy, iptv yao Want Osis IOAEMHIA fépya. 
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We fhall, therefore, in place of polemics, now prow 
cee:l, without further preface, in examining the REF UTA» 
TION QF CALVINISM. 

After the able and perfpicuous difcuffion of the doftrines 
held by our church, refpecting Original Sin, Free Will, 
and the Operation of the Holy Spirit, the Bifhop commences 
his fecond chapter, which treats of REGENERATION, 

The following are the references to the pages of the Re. 
FUTATION, tn which his quotations from Calvin on this 
topic are produced :—INstityT. JII, 3. 21. [p.536,] In 
Roman. vi. 6. [p. 546.] 

The quotations trom the FATHERS, in oppofition to Cal- 
vin, on Regeneration, are thefe:—Justin Martyr, p, 
297, 298. Iren&@us, 301. Crem. ALEX.S11. Cre 
PRIAN, S341. Grec. Naz. 874, JEROME, $83, 410, 
AuGust. 416, 42}. Curysost. 456, 480, 494, 497, 
498,499. THEOvOR. 505. 508. | 

The chapter begins by explaining the term ReGcene- 
RATION, or NEw BiRTH, ag it is employed in feripture, 
and in the public formularies pf our church, in eppofition to 
the ufage of it, for inflantaneous converfien and indefectible 
grace, by the modern Calvinifts. Chapter I. flates, that - 

‘* By the tranfgreflion of Adam, the nature of al] his pofterity 
was corrupt; that a recovery from this condition cap only be ac. 
conwplithed through the atonement of Chrift ; and that baptifm is 
appointed by our Saviour himfelf, the form and feal of admiffion 
into his religion. The baptized are immediately tranflated from 
the curfe of Adam to the grace of Chrift ; their original guilt is 
myftically wafhed away ; their actual fins are forgiven: recon. 
conciled to God, partakers of the Holy Ghoft, heirs of eternal 
happinefs, they acquire a new name, a new hope, a new faith, a 
new rule of life. The holy rite by which thefe bleffings are com. 
municated is by St. Paul figuratively called ‘ Regeneration *,’ of 
New-birth. Many fimilar phrafes occur in the New Teftament t; 
but all relate to a fingle att once performed—an a effential te 
the chara¢ter of a Chrittian, and inftrumental to our falvation}. 
As we are not naturally men without birth, fo neither are we 
Chriftian men, in the ys of the church of God, but by new- 
birth ; nor new-born, but by that baptifm which declareth us 
Chriftians. Chriftians then have, what Bifhop Pearfon calls a 
¢ double birth {,’ namely, natural from Adam, fpiritual from 


- _— 





© &¢ Tit. ¢. 3. v. § % John, ¢. 9. Vv. 5. 2 Pet. c. 2. ve 
Eph.c. 2.v.5. Colic. 3. v.12, 1 Pet.c. 1. v.23. $1 Pet. 
@. 3. v.23. Tit, ¢, 3. v. 5+ John, c.g. v. 3. § Onthe 
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Chrit, There cannot be two natural births, neither can there 
be two fpiritual births. There cannot be two firft entrances into '@ 
natural life, neither can there be two entrances into a fpiritual 
life. ‘There cannot be a fecond baptifm, or a fecond re ition. 
Baptifm conveys the promife of privileges annexed to the Chriftian 
faith ; and as ‘ he is faithful that promifed*,’ the ife once 
made by him, ‘ with whom is no variablenefs, neither fhadow of 
turning t,’ continues without repetition in force forever. It is 
indeed conditional, and men neglecting the conditions, have no 
claim to the privileges of the covenant into which they entered. 
Chriftians, who had relapfed, are never in the new Teftament 
exhorted to re te themfelves, or taught to wait in a few 
ftate for regeneration by the Holy Ghoft. They are upoa 
to be renewed in the fpirit of their mind f ; ‘ the inward man is 
renewed day by day §,’ which indicates progteffive improvement, 
not fudden converfion; and reftoring thofe who had departed from 
the truth, is not called regenerating, but ‘ renewing them again 
unto repentance ||.’ St. John, in the Revelation, commands the 
guilty churches, not to be regenerated, but to ‘ repent {.’ The 
word regeneration, therefore, 1s in fcripture exclufively ed-to, 





the one immediate effeét of baptifm once adminiftered, a 
ufed as fynonymous to repentance, nor to exprefs any o 
ef the Holy Ghoft upon the kuman mind fabfequent to 


is never 
tion 
ifm. 





* And the Chriftians did in all ancient times continue the ufe of 
this name for baptifm ; fo as that they never ufe the word rege. 
nerate or born again, but that they mean or denote by it bap. 
tifm **,’ ’? 


This meaning of the word is obvious from our Liturgy, 
Articles, and Homilies. 

The Bifhop then produces citations from the three forms 
of baptifm: the Catechifm—the office of Confirmation— 
and the Collect for Chriftmas-day ; and to thefe politive 
proofs, adds an argument of a negative nature. In the Li- 
turgy, the word regeneration is never ufed, when the finful- 
nefs of Chriftians, after baptifm, is fuppofed, and the duty of 
repentance is enforced. 


** Our Reformers, accurately acquainted with the New Tefta. 
ment, did not think it confiftert with the principles of the Gofpel 
to require regeneration from thofe, who were already baptized. 
Regeneration occurs only in three of our Articies. In the 
IXth, thofe ‘ that are regenerated,’ and thofe ¢ that belicve and are 





—_ — 


* «Heb. c. 10. V. 23. + Jasc. 1. v. 172. »f Eph. c..4. 
v. 23. and Rom. c. 12. = 2. q 2 Cor. c. 4. v. 16. {| Heb. 
c.6. v.6. 4@ Rev. c, 2. v. 5, and 16.—c, 3. V. 3 and 19, 
** Wall’s Hitt, of Inft, Bapt, Int, Sect. 6.”* 
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baptized,’ are mentioned as the fame perfons. The XILIth {peake 

ofChriftians ‘ baptized and born again in Chrift ;’ and article 

— fays, that ‘ baptifm is a fign of regeneration or new. 
; th.’ ”? 


From our Homilies the Bifnop produces three paffages: 
from Book II. Homily Ill. for Repairing the Church, 
p- 229.—Hom. IV. Part Il. om Good Works, p. 243; 
and in Hom. XII. on the Nativity, p. 345—in which rege- 
neration, or new-birth, fignifying baptifm, occurs; and then 
adds from Secker, vol. V. p. 390, that i 


** Preaching the neceflity of being regenerated, as a thing abfo. 
lutely wanting to a great part of thofe, who call themfelves 
difciples of Chrift, is ufing a language not conformable to that of 
fcripture, nor indeed of the primitive fathers, nor the offices of 
our own Liturgy ; which declares every perfon who is baptized 
to be by that very act regenerate and grafted into the bady of 
Chrift's church.’ 


The Bifhop thus proceeds: ) 


*€ Neither feripture nor our church authorize the calling of 
thofe, who have been baptized, to regenerate themfelves; it is 
‘proper to exhort them to repent—to preferve or to repair that 
seaehietate ftate, which the Spirit soattaee them*. Far differ. 
ent is this from teaching them to wait for a fecond regeneration— 
a fadden Gbrvérfion 4 Reifle operation of the Holy Spirit effect. 
ing a total and inftantaneous change -in their hearts and difpofi- 
tions. Let them rather be admonifhed to review their paft lives; 
let them compare their condu& with God’s written command. 
ments; let them confider the danger of fin ; let them abandon 
their wicked ways ; let them pray for fpiritual aid ; let them thus 
wenew their minds, and they may reft affured, thatthey will be 
ftrengthened and promoted by ‘ power from on high.’ , 
‘* Regeneration of thofe, who are already baptized, by the forci- 
-ble operation of the fpirit, is one of the doctrines, by which the 
weak credulity of unthinking perfons is impofed upon in the pre- 
fent times. It is a dangerous illufion, calculated to flatter the 
pride and indolence of our corrupt nature. Men, who fancy. that 
they have received this fecond birth, and confider themfelves full of 
divine grace, too often imitate the perfons fpoken of in the Gof- 
pel, who ‘ trufted in themfelves that they were righteous, and 
defpifed others +.’ | } | 
‘* Regeneration then, in its true fenfe, fignifies an inward effett 
produced by the Holy Ghoft through the means of baptifm, 
whereby the perfon baptized exchanges his natural ftate in Adam 
for a fpiritudl ftate in Chrift, Water moe outwardly to the 
body, together with the grace of the Holy Ghoft applied in. 


—* 
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wardly to the foul, regenerates the man ; or in other words, the 
Holy Ghoft, in and by the ufe of water baptifm, caufes the new 
birth. And the words regeneration and new-birth are never ufed 
in the New Teftament, or in the writings of oar church, as eq 
valent to converfion or repentance, independent of baptifm.” 


Before we clofe this chapter, we muft beg leave to re 
commend a paffage in St. Matthew to the confideration of 
our Right Reverend author. It is in the 28th verfe of «he 
XI Xth chapter. 


“O 33 "Incots elaev dvioiss "Apay Adyw duty, Ori Susis of don 
rAovIncavlds wo "EN TH. TIAAITTENESIAy, érav xabion 
& “Lids rot dvopdarou eal Oodvou Jokns adfod, nabiatobe nul Susis iwi 
dwdexa Opovous, xeivorles ras Sudena Qudas ré “Iogunr, 


In our verfion it is thus tranflated :-— 


‘¢ And Jefus faid unto them, verily I fay unto you, that ye 
which followed me In THE REGENERATION, when the Son of Man 
fhall fit in the throne of his glory, ye alfo fhall fit upon twelve 
thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Ifrael.’’ 


Inthe New Teftament, TMAAITTENESIA occurs only in 
this place, and in the Epiftle to Titus. II. v, In our tranflation 


the correfponding word is REGENERATION in sagt are: oy 3 


The Bifhop has quoted a valuable note from Dr. Nicholls’s 
Commentary onthe Book of Common Prayer, [ Bapt. of 
Anfants, pag. penult ; | but neither the Bifhop, nor Dr. N. have 
mentioned St. Matthew, though both have illuftrated the 
die Aovipod wadrwyfevesias in Titus. 


It may not be ufelefs to obferve, that in. the Gofpel, all — 


the manufcripts* and editions, and we believe commenta. 
tors agree univerfally in giving [ladvyfeveciz, No exertion 
of critical fagacity is demanded to eftablifh this reading ; but 
doubts may. be, and have been, entertained about the meaning 
of the word, and refpecting the ypnetuarce of the paflage. 
Scripture affords little help, and profane writers {till Jels ; 
but from the early Fathers much may be gleaned. 

As to the punétuation, it fhould be recolleéted by tliofe, 
who publith éy rq radvylevesig Slav—as if Bay were to be ins 
terpreted év 7—and goles to the latter part of the werfe ; that 
St. Matthew ufes Slav preceded by év with.the article anda 
fubftantive, only in one other.place. In the MSS. and in the 


editions, (and the fame variations are obfery.ble inthevesfions, — 





* So it appears from Mills, Wetftein, and.Ggictbach, +, 
: | 
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and in the Commentators) fome punétuate thus—po, fy 
TH Radi levecig. Srav——others oi év ry Badsyleveciz, Srav—and 
others place a comma both before and after év rp wadryfeveoiz. 
Let thofe, who favour the firft mode, be careful not to 
aflign a meaning to wadvylevecia, which they cannot defend 
by inftances of found authority. 

We muft not dwell, however, on this difficult paflage. In 
examining it, and in fearching for ‘is true meaning, thele 
flight hints may be of fome fervice to the inveftigator. In 
order ftill further to affift him, a lift is fubjoined of the paf- 
fages, ia which Gregorius of Ny fla, who flourifhed about the 

ear 870 after the Chriftian era, employed the word 

AAITTENESIA, in two diftin& works, which he wrote 
exprefsly on the fubje& of Barrism. One or two of thefe 
pallages, as the book is before us, we infert at length. 


Vol. II. p. 375. ¢. 

"Ns 32 Madaw 3 Seomeciw Sonei, wai b Aads adres ray Egu9ecy 
xcpaw9els Sadaccav, thy cE idaros cwrnpiav ednlyericaro. wap~ 
FAGev & Ads, xal Laoirevs 5 Aitydmrios peta THs organias ECUSIC- 
Qn, x rovro To wuartrpion dia Tay Epywv Mpoe>nreveTo. x, viv yae, 
Sivina dv Aads dv #4 tHs madriyyevecias ars yevnras, Pedywy trv 
Alyurroy, tiv woyinpay duaeriav 


Vol. IIT. p. 373. ¢. 


Egionw yag tri ray rod Ramricparos yagw od ucvoy Ta wete 
Tov savpov Exnguéev edayyihia® GAka 4 Wed THs EvavOpworncews 
rou xupioy Mavraxod 7 Baraia yeadn ras Marvyyevecias npwy 

7 ee 
MUTE THY CiKdvA, 


Vol. II. p. 374. D. 9. 


"Emixeiro rolsuy td Opéats & Aids 5 vonris Xegierds, nevwrew 

by Pada > pvorngiw To Tis TadAvyyevesias AovTedy, Ens xpovew 
J ‘ , ’ ’ e ’ - 
WoAAOD Secrevey cis eMonarurpiy ws SKOVIOY LAX20V. 


Vol. II. p. 220. A.6. p. 221. B.6. p.224. A. 3. 

Vol. III. p. 373. C. 4. p. 374; D. 11. p. 375. C. 7 
P- 977. A.6. C.7. p. 378. C.8. 

The Firft is entitled, TTpas rous Bpadv’vovras eis ro Bamrione. 
Vol. 2. p. 215. ; 

The fecond, Eis riv tyigay trav Qurwv, ev 7 tCarriotn & 
Kipos TAG. Vol. Ill. Ps $66. 


The next chapter in the Bifhop of Lincoln’s work, is a 
chapter of uncommon excellence. The powers of the - 
) 3 thor 
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thor appear to rife in proportion to the increafe of difficulty 
ih the fubje&ts which he difcuffes: : 
We thall purfue our former plan. 
The heads of chapter third are—JusTIFICATION, FAITH, 
and Goop Works. , | 
CALVIN’s opinions on thefe topics are given in the Re- 
FUTATION, from thefe works 


**Caxv.-in Rom. III. 27. Refxt. p. 546. in Epift. ad Ephef. 
te 4 Refut. pe 5§§.”’ 7 
The FATHERS quoted on thefe points are,— . 


ON JUSTIFICATION : 


Crem. Rom. 28g, Irenaeus, 303. Tertur. 318. Ame 


BROSE, 379. JEROME, 401. AUGUST. 425, 4295 434) 4350 
446.: Curysost. 475 , 


IEF OR MS EE 2 : ee 


ON FAITH AND GooD worRKs: 


Ienatius, 287, Crem. Avzx. jis, 316. Cyrit or 
JERUS. 350, 352, 353. HiLary, 357, 360, 361, 362, 3635 
364. Bastr, 376, 370. Gree. Naz. 370, 371, 374. Ame 
BROSE, 381, 383. JeRomeE, 383, 385, 392,406, 410. Avu-~ 
GUST. 415, 419, 438, 4425 443) 444, 448. CirysostT. 
4491 450 453 455, 456, 459, 460, 464, 471, 481, 4855 © 
488, 494, 496, 497, 50t. THEODOR. $04, 


In the chapter on JUSTIFICATION, FAITH, and Goop 
Works, the Bifhop obferves, that | 


_ € Though there muft be the moft perfect harmony between aus 

thors who are influenced by the Divine Spirit, yet that there is 
fome appearance of inconfiftency in the different books of the 
facred volume ; and /eemingly contradi€tory texts have occa.’ 
fioned many. of the contefts, which have harraffed the Chriftian 
church. The paffages which relate to Juftification, Faith, and 
Works, have always produced eager difputes, The true doc. 
trine upon them’’ 


the Bifhop thus explains : 


‘* Firft, he enquires in what fenfes the words Justirtcatirow 
and Fair are ufed in the New Teftament, and in the public 
formularies of our church. . 

“¢ Juftification is a forenfic tetm—to be juftified before God, 
fignifies to be declared ant-accounted as juft or righteous in his ° 
fight. In the New hse it is not confined to Chriftians. 

4 It 

BRIT. CRITs VOL. XXXYII,IUNE, I811. 
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It fpeaks of the juttification of Abraham *; of the ‘Jews +; of 


the Heathens { ; and of all mankind 4. When, juftification is a 
plied to Chriftians exclugvely, in the Apoftolicat Epiftles, it 
always refers to the prefent life, or jultification in this world, as 
ins Cor, c. 6. v.11. Rom. c. 5. v.41. and ¥. 9,” 


The word is ufed in the fame maitner, in our XIth, XULh, 
XUlkth, and X1Vth Articles. ‘ 


‘© ’'The Homily ¢ On the Salvation of Mankind,’ in ftri@ con. 
formity to the rath article, {peaks of ‘Good Works neceffarily 
to be done afterwards,’ [Part the firft, p. 19. ed. 1810, } that is, 
after a man is juftified ; and the fame Homily, ufes the expreffion, 
* baptized or juitified,’\confidering juttification as taking place at 
baptifm, and confequently in this life, [P. ili. p. 24. ]’? 


rhe Bifhop then proceeds to FAITH ;. and examines its 
fignifteation, when applied in the New Teflament to Curis. 
TIANS. 


«¢ In the Corinthians,.c. xiii. v. 2. Faith is declared to be, in 
fome cafes, an ufelefs qualification ; but in the Ephefians, St. Paul 
lays, * By grace are ye faved through faith {;’ it is declared to be 
nothing lefs than the power of attaining falvation, through the 
grace of God. ‘The word confequently is ufed by this infpired 

swriter in different fenfes. The faith, which a man may poffefs, and 
yet be § nothing,’ is a hare belief of the gofpel, whihont grati- 
tude to God for its bleffings, or-practical regard to its duties,’” 


So St. James, c. it. v. 17. declares that farth, if it has not 
works is dead, being alone; and St. Peter exhorts his con- 
verts to add to their faish, virtue, temperance, and charity. 
Eh, Ge be Ve the 

‘¢ The faith, which is the means of falvation, is that belief of 
tlie Gofpel, which produces obedience to its precepts, and is ac- 
companied by a firm reliance upon the merits of Chrift.”” 


At the end of an excellent note, p. 102, on the Hebrews, 

. xi. the Bifhop refers to Calvin, Lib. IIT. cap. 2. fe&. 13. 
as acknowledging, ‘* that the word faith is uled in {cripture 
in various fenfes.” To this authority, we fhall beg leave to 
add the woxds of a more illuftrious voucher: St. Chryfoftom, 
Homil. xxvi. in Epift. ad Hebreos, XI—H aishs vag 
modcansds tth reds. Vol. XIF p» 236. C. 


‘‘ Our 12th article fpeaks of a ‘ true and lively faith,’ which 





— - =, 


* « Rom.c. 4. v.2. Jas. c.2.v.21. + Rome. 2. v. 13. 
* Gal. ce 3. ¥. 8. § Matt. c. 42. v. 36 and 37. Jf Eph. c.2, 


vy 8 te 


epithets 





epithets imply, that there is a faith which is not true and lively ; 
and our Homilies are very full in their difcrimination between 
thefe two forts of faith.” 


It muft be fufficient to refer to the Homily “* of a true and 
lively faith,” p. 27; and to Bifhop Bull’s Harmonia Apofte. 
lica, p. 11. as our'limits will not ‘allow fufficient room for 
the infertions of the Bithop’s quotations. 


‘* This limited fenfe of the word juftification, and the two- 
fold meaning of the word faith, when applied to Chriftians, will 
reconcile all the paffages, both in fcripture and in our formularies, 
in which thefe words occur: 

“© The fubject of jultifieation is mentioned in feveral of the 
Apoftolical Epiftles, but it is difcuffed at the greateft length in 
the Romans. St. Paul thews that all Jews and Gentiles were 
under fin, and liable to punifhment by that God whofe laws they 
had violated, Rom. c. 3. v.21—28. From this paffage, the general 
doétrine of juftification may be refolved into three parts: Firft, 
The meritorious caufe on account of which we are juftified: Se. 
condly, The condition to be performed by ourfelves, to rendér that 
caufe efficacious: and, Thirdly, The motive which led to the 
appointment of this mode of Juftification, First, God is faid, by 
St. Paul, to have fet forth Chrift as con ag gm for the remif- 
fion of fins: that.is, the atonement ma 


This fatisfaGtion for fin is the characteriftic blefling of the Chrif. 
tian religion, to which it, has an exclufive claim: by him all that 
believe are juftified from all things, from which they could not 
be jnftified by any previous difpenfation*, Srconptiy, This 
caufe does not operate neceffarily, and produce our juttification as 
its unavoidable effet ; but ‘ thrSugh faith in his blood ;’ that is, 
the means by which it operates is ovr faith in the death of Chrift, 
If we have hot that faith, if we do not embrace the Gofpel when 
propofed to us, Chrift is not our propitiation ; and conicquentiy, 
faith is the condition to be performed by ourfelves, to rendet the 
death of Chrift effectual to our juftification. The fame. thing is 
alfo expreffed in Rom. iii. 22. Tuirpiy, The motive for ap. 
pointing this modc of juttification, is contained in ‘thefe words, 
© being juitified freely by God’s grace ;’ it was God’s mer¢y and 
good will which alone induced him to it. He did it ¢ freely’ and 
gratuitoofly, without merit or claim on our parts; we were all 
finners in the fight of God, and muft otherwife have perifhed ever. 
laftingly. ‘ Where is boaiting then? It is excluded. By what 





»s 


* [ A&s, xiii. 39.—In the note is a good and found uotation 


from Dr. Barrow : we with that the part of his works, in which | 


it oecurs, had been fpécified.— Rev.] 
Q4q2 law ? 


~ 
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e by his death is the mes. 
ritorious caufe of the remiffion of our fins, or of our juftification. 
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law? Of works? Nay, but by the law of faith.’ Boafting can. 
not be excluded by the law of works, or of Mofes, becaufe in 
that difpenfation, no one was * the propitiation for our fins * ;’ 
no one § gave himfelf for us, an offering and a facrifice to God + ;’ 
_ there is no ‘ mediator between God and men f.’ In * the law of 
faith,’or the Gofpel of Chrift, however, boafting is excladed, 
by denying merit to faith, and by referring all merit to Chrift, 
from whofé death the juftifying efficacy of faith is wholly derived. 
This is a fundamental difference between the two covenants, the — 
Jaw of works and the law of faith, the difpenfation of Mofes and 
the Gofpel of Chrift. . The Jews boafted the obfervance, of their 
ordinances, as conferring a right to the favour of God; but 
Chriftians confefs A wes dc unprofitable fervants, and rely folely 
upon the merits of their bleffed Redeemer for acceptance at the 
throne of grace§, There is, as it weres a mutual transfer of 
of the fins of men to Chrift, and of Chrift’s righteoufnefs to men |\. 
Chrift being himfeif ‘ without fin,’ voluntarily underwent the 
punifhment due to fin ; and we enjoy the benefits of his righteouf. 
nefs and paffion, in being ‘ reconciled to God,’ and made 
* heirs of falvation **.’ 

‘* No individual of- the human race, as all have violated the 
commands of God, could claim juftification as a debt due to his 
unvaried obfervance of the law under which he lived. He would 
otherwife have had a title, upon the ground of ftri&t juftice, with- 
out any grace or favour, to the fentence of juftification ++. Since, 
however, juftification is due to no one on the ground of works, 
or obedience, juftification can only be granted as an act of grace, 
God declared, that he would ti faith in Chriit as the condi. 
tion of this aét of grace ; and therefore {f, to the believer on him 
that juftifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteoufnefs ; 
© and therefore it is of faith, that it wy be by grace §§ :’ faith 
then ftands in the place of righreoufnefs, or uniform ience ; 
and through the mercy of God obtains for the tranfgreffor that 
juftification, as an att of grace, which, as a debt of juftice, he 


a 





* «¢ + John, c. 4. v.10. + Eph, es 5. v. 2. 

+ Tim, c. 26 Ve 50 a the fubje&t of ¢ the efficacy of 
the. Mofaic atonement as applied to cafes of moral tranfgreffions,’ 
vide Dr. Magee’s difcourfes, V. I. p. 308, a learned author.’’ 

§ “Is.c. 53. v. 6 1 Pet.c. 2. v.24. 2Cor.c. 5. Vv. 21. 
1 Cor. c. 1. Ve go. |} Rom. c g. v. 26. 4 2 Cor. c. 5. 
v.20. ** Heb. c. 1. v.14 Confult Allen, Preface to the 
Two Covenants.’’ 

++ ** Stri€tly fpeaking, reward is not included in the idea of 
juttification,’’ 

t “Rom. c. 4. ve 5 §) Rom. c. 4, v. 16.” 


could 
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could not claim, becaufe he had not been uniformly obedient. A 
claim from works *, and grace through faith, are incompatible. 
A man cannot obtain juftification upon both grounds, works and 
grace; in the one cafe he would have falfilled the law, in the 
other cafe he would not have fulfilled it. 

<¢ The fame.condition of juftification is concerned, clearly af- 
ferted in the Epiftle to the Galatians+, in which not only the 
juftifying power of faith in Chrift is afferted, but it is alfo des. 
clared that the works of the law do not contribute to juftifi- 


cation,’’ ! 


The Bifhop then relates, with his ufual is icuity, the 
proceedings among the early converts to briftianit » not 
long after the afcenfion of our Saviour; when the Jewith 
Chriftians felt great relu€tance at adopting rules, which 
feemed to contradiét the religion of Mofes; and even fome, 
who had embraced Chriftianity, could not readily abandon 
the ordinances of their anceftors.. They even endeavoured 
to perfuade the Gentile converts, to contorm to the Mofaic 
ritual ft. 


‘¢ This opinion was firft publicly advanced at Antioch, and it 
was ‘ determined that Paul, Barnabas, and others, fhould go up 
to Jerufalem unto the Apoftles and Elders about this queftion,’ 

‘a> Upon their arrival, they declared the purpofe of their journey, 
~and ¢ the Apoftles and Elders came together; and after a full 
difcuffion, the doétrine of the Judaizing Chriftians was con- 
demned, and the Gentile converts were pronounced to be free 
from the burden of the Mofaic law. This decifion carried with 
it not only the authority of the whole church: and the exprefs 
fanétion é6f the Holy Ghoft §: it was communicated in writi 
to the churches, and confirmed by the fpecial miffion of § Judas 
and Silas, chief men among the brethren ;’ yet the prattice of re. 
quiring the Gentile converts, to obey many of the other legal 
ordinances, continued to prevail. 

‘© The feverity with which thefe practices were reproved by 
St. Paul, and the decided manner in which he maintained the doce 
trine of juftification by faith without the deeds of the law, pro- 
duced an error highly injurious to religion and virtue. It was 
inferred, that becaufe faith would juftify, and the deeds of the 
law were unneceflary, Chriftians were under no obligation to 











nad oe 


* « Rom.c. 11. v.6. + Galat. c. 2. v. 16.—c. 3 Vs 10, 
11, 12,22, “{ Ads, c, 15. ve 1. § Atts, c. 15. V, 22, 23, 
and 28.”’ 
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obey the moral precepts of the Mofaic law *, and that faith alone 
would entitle them to all the privileges and bleflings of the Gof~ 
pel, both here and hereafier. This error, as congenial to che 
a nature of man, as it is contradictory to the true fpirit of 
Chriftianity, was eagerly adopted, and produced its obvious con, 
fequences, licentioufnefs and profligacy. St. James, in his epiftle, 
ps againft it, and fhews that ‘ by works a man is juttified, 
and not by faith only +.’ Here St. Jathes ufes the word faith, 
not as St. Paul did, when fpeaking of juftification, but in the 
fenfe in which it was ufed by thofe whofe apinions he is combgting 
namely, bare belief without producing inward purity or prattical 
obedience : this is eyident, by his attributing the rait# of which 
he is fpeaking, to devils. By worxs he means not the ceremo- 
nial works of the Mofaic law, which were rejected by St. Paul ; 
but works conforming to the will of God. His illuftration is ‘a 
brother or a fifter who is naked and deftitute of daily food {,’ and 
his examples are Abraham and Rahab§, who gave proof of their 
faith by their actions. By the word yustiry alfo, he does not 
mean, as St. Paul did, juftification or remiffion of paft fins at the 
entrance into the Chriftian covenant ; but the continuance in a 
ftate of juftification, which would be followed by falvation ; 
here alfo he conforms himfelf to the language of thofe, whofe 
error he is refuting. He afks, ¢ Can faith fave him ||?’ Imply- 
ing, that the faith fpoken of is infofficient for falvation: yet if it 
be infufficient for falvation in the world to come, it is infufficient 
to keep a perfon’in a ftate of juftification in this world ; and ac- 
cordingly the Apoftle foon after fays, ‘ By works a man is jufti- 
fied, and not by faith only @ ;’ that is, faith only will not pre- 
ferve a man in a juftified ftate ; it muft be accompanied by works, 
for * faith without works is dead.’ It is evident, that ‘the faith 
here fpoken of may exift without works ; and in that cafe it is of 
no avail to falvation, 





* «« Trengus, Lib. 1, cap. 20. fays, that Simon Magus, men- 
tioned in the Adts, c, 8, taught, fecundum ipfius gratia falvari 
homines, fed non fecundum operas juftas, which is a clear proof 
how early the do@trine of juftification by faith was corrupted, and 
that falvation by grace without good works was confidered an 
heretical dogtrine. Irenaeus lived in the fecond century, and his 
authority upon this point cannot be queftioned, This corruption 
is the more slipaabla, as St. Paul feems to have guarded againft 


it, Rom. c. 6. v. 1, and15. Gal.c. 2. v.17. St. Paul him. 

felf tells us, that his doftrine was mifreprefented, Rom. c. 3. v. 8. 

St. Peter fays the fame of St. Paul's doctrine, 2 Pet.-c. 3. y, 153 
d 16.’’ 

we “Jas. c.2.¥, 24. $V.15. § V. 23 and 25.” | C. 2, 

Ve T4e0 q V. 24," 


** Whenever 
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*¢ Whenever St. Paul, in {peaking of juftification, ufes the word 
works or deeds, he invariably adds * of the law ;’ he frequently 
fays, a man is not juftified by the works of the taw *, but not once 
does he fay, a man is not juftified by works. ‘The works, there- 
fore, which he rejects from any hare in juftification, are the ce- 
remonial works of the law, for which the Judaizing Chriftians 
contended, On the other hand, St. James, in fpeaking upon the 
fame fubject, ufes the word ‘ works fimply, never adding ‘ of 
the law ;’ he does not therefore mean the ceremonial works of the 
Jaw, but moral works, which the. corrupters of St. Paul’s doce 
trine pronounced to be of no importance. Even to thefe works 
he does not attribute the whole of juftification ; moral works mult 

follow faith, or a man will not cohtinue juttificd, or in a jutilied 

ftate. : 7 

“¢ It has been noticed, that both St. Paul and St. James fpeak 

of the juftification of Abraham: the former afcribes it to faith, 

referring to a pailage in Genefist. The latter afcribes it to 

works, and as it were to fhew that his doétrine was not contrary 

to that of St. Paul, he refers to the fame paflage in Genelis{. 

God, forefeeing that the faith of Abrabam was truc, and. would 

produce obedience, imputed it to him for righteoufnefs 5 and ac. 

cordingly he did ebey God, when commanded to ‘ offer Ifuag his 

fon upon the altar.’ His ¢ faith wrought with his works;’ that 

is, his faith produced this at of obedience: by it his ‘ faith 

was made perfect ;’ for difobedience to the commands of God 

is incompatible with a ftate of juftification. St, Paul’s af- 

‘g>- fertion therefore is this; Abraham was juftified by faith, which 
produced works: St. James’s is, Abraham was juftified by 

works, which proceeded from faith, Thefe affertions are inv 
fabftance the fame ; and St. James only intended to corre& the’ 

error of thofe who had mifinterpreted the doéirine of St. Paul, 

who meant, that ceremonial works were not neceffary before jufti- 

fication ; not that moral works were not neceflary after juftific 

‘. cation. God grants remiffion of men’s patt fins, for the fake 

of his bleffed Son, on account of faith only ; but he requires im- 
plicit obedience to his commands in futere. By difobedience 
pardon is'cancelled, acceptance is forfeited, and liability to pu- 

nifhment enfues,’’ . 7 
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* «Gal. c. 2 vo 16. + Ce 15. Vv. 6. and Rom. c. 4. 
vY. Bor, | . ; 
; ‘* Jas. c, 2. v. 21- Abraham feems to have been. juitified 
three times, Firft, When by the command of God he left hissown 
country, Heb. c. 11. v. 8; Secondly, When he -believed:God’s 

rome of numerous defcendants, Gen, ¢. 15. v.63 and Thirdly, 

hen he obeyed God’s command to offer his fon, Jas, cy 2, 
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To the much.agitated queftion then, Whether works be 
neceffary to juftification? the Bifhap thus anfwers: 


** If by juftification be meant the firft entrance into a-ftate of 
juftification, works are not neceflary ; if by juftification be meant 
the continuance in a ftate of juftification, works are neceffary. 
By this diftin@tion, we fupport the fundamental principle of the 
Gofpel, juftification by faith in Chrift ; and at the fame time fe. 
cure the main e of our Saviour’s incarnation and death, 
* who gave himfejf for us, that he might redeem us from all 
iniquity, and purify unto himfelf a peculiar people, zealous of 

works * ;** we thew the confiftency of juftification by faith 
alone, with the neceflity of perfonal righteoufnefs and holinefs ; 
we vindicate the merey of God and the atonement of Chrift, 


while we afford the ftrongeft poffible fanction to the caufe of moral 
virtue,” 


Then follows an examination of Dr. Pearfon’s fentiments, 
refpeéting juftification. High as the refpe& is, which we 
bear towards this able theologian, and highly as we eftimate 
the clearnefs and weight of the Bifhop’s arguments, yet we 
cannot help feeling, that criticifm applied to the works of 
individuals appears out of its place, in fo enlarged and ge- 
neral a difcuthon of an important queftion, as this Refutation 
exhibits. We fhall proceed, therefore, in our abridged 
view of the work;. and refer the attentive reader to the 
volume itfelf for the paflage, which relates to Dr. Pearfon’s 
opinions, 

The Bifhop then, in order to illuftrate diftin&ly what 
our church teaches, relative to juftification and faith, takes 
a general and conneéted view of the whole fubje&. It is 
too long for extra€tion. ‘Fhe purport is, that 


*¢ Juftification in the Epiftles, refers to adult perfons converted 
to Chriftianity by the Apoftles, and is faid by St. Paul to be 
effefied by faith, that is, fuppofea perfon to have been educated 
as a Jew or a Heathen, and to have ‘been guilty of fin; but by 
attending to the gofpel, to have been convinced, that Jefus was 
the Mefiah, the promifed Saviour of the world: contrition for 
paft wickednefs follows, and he is anxious to avoid punifhment to 
which he was liable. tifm is to entitle him to the bleffings of 
this new difpenfation, and he would eagerly apply to thofe who 
were commiflioned to baptize. Baptifm then, adminiftered ac. 
cording to the appointed form to a true believer, would convey 
juftification; or, in other words, the baptized perfon would re- 
ceive remiffjon of his paft fins, would be reconciled to God, and 





bd 66 Tit. Ce Ze Ve 14,."" i 





The Bifhop of Lincoln's Refutation of Calvinifm. 593 


be accounted juft and righteous in his fight. | Baptifm would not 
only wath away the guilt of all his former fins, both original and 
a€tual, and procure to him acceptance with God, but it would 
alfo communicate a portion of divine grace, to counteraét the de.’ 
pravity of his nature, and to ftrengthen his good refolutions.: 
Faith, therefore, including repentance for former offences, was, as’ 
far as the perfon himfelf was concerned, the fole requifite for juftie’ 
fication. No previous work was enjoined ; but baprifm was the 
infteument by which juftification was conveyed, St. Paul him. 
felf was baptized *, e Athiopian Eynuch +, and on the day. 
of Pentecoft no fewer than 3000 perfons, were baptized ; under the. 
promife of receiving ‘ remiffion of their fins.’ It is plain that 
thefe men were juftified by faith, and by faith only ; but a perfon 
thus converted, baptized, and juftified, does not neceffarily con-: 
tinue in a ftate of juftification, without belief of, and obedience to, 
the Gofpel ; that 1s, not without his performance of the conditions 
of the covenant into which he had entered by the holy rite of 
baptifm ; and then, if he perfevered to the end of his life, his fal 
vation was fecured. Yet if he did not perform thefe conditions, 
he was no longer in a ftate of juftification, but again became 
liable to God’s wrath ; and if he died in his fins, his apoftacy from 
the truth would be an aggravation of his guilt and punifhment §. 
St. Paul tells the Romans and Galatians, that they have been 
juftified ; and yet he gives them rules for conduct, the obfervance 
of which he reprefents as effential to their falvation. Nay, he 
{peaks of ‘ fome, who having put away a good confcience, con. 
cerning faith had made fhipwreck ||, Thefe men muft have loft 
that ftate of juftification which they once had, and have 
failed of falvation, Surely then the diftinction between juftifi- 

cation and falvation js-as clear as it is important. In the days 
of the “Apoftles, thefe two very different things were con- 
founded :—fome Chriftians taught that faith alone was fufficient 
for falvation, as well as for juftification; that men had only 
to.believe in the Gofpel, and they would inherit eternal life. 

The Jewith Chriftians, while Jews, thought themfelves the pecu. 

liar favourites of heaven, and had neglected * the weightier mat- 

ters of the law ;’ and now having embraced the Gofpel, they fell 

into the opinion, that a bare profeffion of Chriftianity was fuf. 

ficient to fecure their falvation. This opinion they fup- 

ported by mifreprefenting St. Paul’s dottcine of juftification by 

faith, ‘The error fpread alfo among the Gentile converts. St. 

James, in his epiftle, oppofes this dangerous tenct, and proves, 

that fincere faith, though it may juftify a man when firft con. 





* <¢ Ads, c. ge v- 18. and c. 22. v. 16. f Adts; c. 8, 
v.37, 38 $f Adts,c. 2.v. 98, and 41. § 2 Pet. c, 2. v.20, 
and2z1, {| 1 Tim. c. 1, v. 19."" 
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verted to the Gofpel, by procuring him remiffion of the fins com. 
mitted by him previous to his converfion ; will not, when a man 
has been converted and juftified, keep him in a ftate of juitifica- 
tion. He fays, that befides faith, a Chriftian muft have works, 
not the ceremonial works of the law, but the moral works of the 
pel. He defcribes a dead charity *,*which is a mere pretence, 
and fhews itfelf only in words of compaffion; and- teaches, that 
fo a dead faith is ufelefs, as it confitts inva naked affent to the» 
truth of Chriftianity, without the performance of the works en. 
joined by its author, Such was the dogtrine inculcated by St, 
James on the Chriftians of his day.’ , 


The bifhop then applies this principle to the prefent times, 
in which baptifm is generally adminiftered to infants. 


*¢ Infants cannot have committed actual wickednefs, and there. 
fore are juftitied from that fin only, in which £ all men are 
conceived and born,’ ‘and are grafted into the church of 
Chrift,’ with all the benefits of ‘ aduption to be the fons of God 
by the Holy Ghof +t.’  Sareties fill are required, in the 
name of the children, promife for them ‘ obediently to keep 
God's holy will and commandments, and to walk in the fame all 
the days of their life ;’ and the furctics are admonifhed that it - 
is their ‘ duty to fee that the children are inftrocted and brought 
up to lead a Chriftian life.” A clofer adherence to the practice of 
the Apoftles, the difference of circumftances will not admit. The 
condition of faith at baptif, and the promife ef future obedience 
to the Gofpel, are diftinly required ; and the children, when at 
a proper age, are called upon by the higheft order of Chriftian 
minitters, in the prefence of God and of his church, ‘to renew 
the folemn promife made in their name, at their baptifm, ac. 
knowledging themfelves bound to believe and to do what their 
godfathers and godmothers then undertook for them {,’ thus 
eitablifhing the neceffity of works, as well as of faith, in che 
life of a Chriftian. Many perfons baptized in infancy, and con. 
firmed in youth, fall into habitual wickednefs, even while they 
retain a belief in the Gofpel ; yet fach perfons, ‘ although born 
again in Chrift§,” do not remain in a ftate of juftification. 
That ftate may be recovered by repentance and faith. They 
muft feel ‘ godly forrow which worketh repentance,’ and a 
lively faith that their fins will be pardoned through the merits 
of Chrift; and God will then, for the fake of his Son, accept 
their repentance and faith, and they will become again jattified 
from all their offences. 





* « Jas. c. 2. ve rg and16. + FormofBaptiim, { Office 
of confirmation. § Art. 15.” 
a ‘€In 
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*“ In the form-of ‘ Baptifm of fuch as are able to anfwer for 
themfelves,’ the adults are not required \to rm any good 
works previous to baptifm, but fimply to profefs their ith in 
the bleffed'/Trmity, and to promife fature obedience to God's 
commandments. They are then baptized, and by this {piritual re, 
generation they receive remiffion of all their former fins, both 
original and actual. Here is an exa& conformity to the ptaétice 
of the primitive Chriftians. Yet an adult, when baptized, may 
have a firm belief in chriftianity, and an intention to obey its 
Jaws: yet, from the corruption of his nature, and the entice. 
ments to fin, he may not afterwards follow the precepts of the 
Gofpel; and in that cafe his faith, though at firft true, lofes 
that charaéter ; and if he dies while impenirent, he will not be 
faved, although he once had juftification in this world ; but if 
he repents, and returns to a lively faith in the merits of Chrift, 
his fins are pardoned, and his juftification is renewed.” 


The bifhop then purfues the fubjeé& of juflification and 
faith with equal induttry, acutene!s, and fuccefs, through 
our catechifia,—communion fervice—abfolution—our artte 
cles, and our homilies. We muff again, though reluGantly, 
plead want of room: for an abriigement of thefe 
though we fhould deem ourielves inexcufable, if we did not 
recommend them to the diligent perufal of our lay readers, 
and to the careful ftudy of our young divines. 7 
We may venture to obferve, that the forcible paflage 
143-4. from Waterland on Juftification, occurs p. 6. 
Kote § of that admirable, though rather intricate work.— 


The citation from Burnet’s Abridgement, is in 140. Ed. 


Oxon.” 1800—and the reference to the Hiftory of the Re- | 





formation, is to be found in Vol. I. p. 292. In page 167, 
the paflage from St. Chryfoitom, refpecting the man who 
arrived at heaven by faith without works, which is quoted 
in our Homily of Good Works annexed unto Faith, will be 
found in the firfi volume of the Benediétine edition, p 
826. D. and in the fxth of Sir Henry Savile's, p. 387. 
is taken from a work evidently {purious; of which, however, 
the original does not appear to have been printed, when 
the firft Book of Homilies wasgpublifhed in quarto, 1547. 
Thele are flight omiflions; and in fo laboriousa work, 
who can be furprifed, that the references are fometimes 
omitted and fometimes 1 - In points of higher im- 
poriance, our Right Reverend author may exclaim, 


“ 





Non fas obrepere fomaum.”* 


ages; . 
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In page 160, he obferves, 


“© With refpect toa true chriftian, faith and good works, pleafant 
‘and accceptable to God, are in their own nature infeparable, 
‘True faith produces good works as naturally as a tree produces 
its fruit: good works mult proceed from faith, their only genu- 
ine fource. Hence the one is often mentioned in Scripture with. 
out the other, although the other is implitd or fuppofed. See 
St. John * and St, Pault. There are, however, more paffages in 
the Epiftles which attribute juftification{ and falvation, to 
good works, than to faith; and more exhortations to virtue, 
than there are arguments for the eftablifhment of a right belief. 
Thefe Epifties were written to perfons who had already profeffed 
their faith in Chrift, and in general to bodies of chriftians at 
fome particular place, men who were unaccuftomed, if not unable, 
to enter into nice diftinftions. The authors were therefore 
chiefly anxious, by the ufe of plain language, to induce their 
converts to walk worthily, by an upright and holy life: to 
make profeffed believers in the Gofpel real chriftians. Again, 
fee St. John §, and St. Paul |]. In thefe paffages, falvation is 
promifed both to faith and to obedience; and confequently 
faith and obedience muft in reality fignify the fame thing, ot 
include each other ; otherwife, the two would not be reconcil- 
able. There feems no effential difference in thefe propcfitions ;— 
a man is faved by obedience which proceeds from faith ;—a man 
is faved by faith which produces obedience ;—a man is faved by 
faith and obedienve ;—for in all Chrift is fuppofed to be the 
meritorious caufe of falvation, and faith and obedience are afferted 
to be in the perfon faved. If the obedience of the firft pro- 
pofition dees not proceed from faith, it does not fave, if the faith 
of the fecond propofition does not produce obedience, it does 
not. fave ; and therefore both faith and obedience, as declared in 
the third propofition, are neceflary to falvation.’’ 


Then follows fome excellent advice to the minifters of 
our church, refpeéting the introdu€tion of juftification, faith, 
and good works, as prominent topics in their fermons, The 
bilhop then inftructs them, that 


* No clergyman thould confine his public inftruétion to fubjects 
¢ of morality or of theology £, The fermons of a parifh prieft 





® ¢ John, c. 20. v. 31. tRom.c. 2. v. 7.” 

+ That is, continuance in a ftate of juftification.*” 

§ * John, c.3.v. 16. {| Heb. c. 5. v. g.?? 

© There are fome folid and found remarks on this fubje& ; 
in a charge by the eminently learned bifhop of Gloucefter, 
Grores Isaac Huntincrorp.—ev. 


ought 
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ought to extend to all the dottrines and to all the duties of 
Chriftianity. The one are not to be dwelt upon to the ex. 
clufion of the other. A faithful minifter of the Gofpel will 
ftrive to thew himfelf approved unto God by ¢ rightly dividing 
the word of truth*,’ fo as to embrace the whole Chriftian 
fcheme of human redemption, ,Semetimes he will give a 
fummary of this wonderful difpenfation, and explain its 
divine origin, neceflity, extent, and ineftimable value: Ag 
other times he will illuftrate the various truths which it reveals, 
and enlarge upon the numerous precepts which it contains ; 
and whatever doétrine he inculcates, or whatever duty he 
enforces, he will be careful not to lead his hearers into the 
error of imagining, that this fingle point is all that is rea 
quired of a chriftian ; or that obedience dr belief in this one 
article will compenfate for difobedience or unbelicf in any 
other. ‘He that offendeth in one point, is guilty of all + ;’ 
furely then every portion and particle of the chriftian cha. 
raGter is to be explained, left a man by a fingle omiffion become 
a tran{greffor of the whole law. Much lefs are dogtrinal -fub. 
jets totally to fuperfede the duties of morality, ‘ for what 
doth it profit, though a man fay he hath faith, and have not 
works ¢?” Let not thefe two, faith and works, which Chri 
has joined together in his Golpal, be ever feparated by his 
minifters. . Let. faith be inculcated as the inted con. 
dition of juftification; and let works at the noe time be 
ay —— as the neceflary fruits and fole criterion of 
true faith,’’ 3 
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We have given this page at length, that it might not 
fuffer by being epitomized. It may likewile afford the 
Reader a fair and proper opportunity of forming a judge- 
ment refpecting the clearnels and force of our Right Reve- 
rend author’s ftyle. ; ; 

The learned Bithop then repeats the affertion, that 


** Good works are in no refpect or the meritorious 
caufe of our falvation § ; whenever any benefit derived from the 
Gofpel difpenfation is mentioned, all notion of deferving and of 
merit on our part, is to be difclaimed. The whole and every 

part, every confequence and effect of this ineftimable bleffing, 


‘ 





— 


ees Tim. c.z.v.15."" + Jas. c. 2. ve 10. f Jas. c, 2. 
Vv. 14."" 

§ ** Burnet fays, that our reformers, ‘ taught that good works 
were indeed neceflary to falvation, but that the News of 
heaven was only by the death and interceffion of Jefus Chrift.’ 


Hitt. of Ref. V. I. p. 287.” ‘ 
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is the free-gift of God to undeferving man. This diftin@ion 
between meritorious cavfe and appointed condition is very 
material—it will influence both our fentiments and our con- 
du&. If we believed, that there was an intrinfic merit in our 
good actions, which conftituted a fpecies-of right * to falvation, 
eur obligation to our Redeemer would feem proportionably 
diminifhed ; puffed up with pride, we fhogld. lofe the charac. 
teriftic quality of a true chriftian, the ornament of a meek and 
Jowly fpirir. This is the error of Tut cHuncH or Rome. 
If again in the oppofite extreme, we believed, that good works 
were not the appointed condition of falvation, we fhould foon 
become convinced, that virtue and vice had no effet on our 
future deftiny, what a check would be removed from our paf- 
fions. At full liberty, as far as another world is concerned, we 
fhould indulge every propenfity: the fear of eternal punifhment 
would no longer either ftrengthen the power of the civil magif- 
trate, by topping crimes which are deftructive of the peace of 
fociety ; or prevent fecret fins prompted by avarice, luft, and 
revenge, which are fo injurious to the comfort and happinefs of 
individuals. This is the error into which they are apt to fall, 
who adopt THe oprnrons oF CaLvIN. Thofe who liften 
to the EnrHustAsts OF THE PRPSENT DAY, too often fuppofe 
themfelves the chofen*veffels of God; and are perfuaded, that 
no mifconduct can finally deprive them of eternal felicity ; 
fince they are taught to believe, that though it may be ordained, 
that for a time they may fall from grace, yet it is irreverfibly 
decreed, that they fhall ultimately be faved. If thefe preachers 
aio not tell the hearers, that their moral conduct will have no 
influence upon the fentence of the lait day; or if they are not 
entirely filent about the great duties of morality, ftill if by 
dwelling more earneftly and more frequently on the necefijty and 
merit of faith, they induce an opinion that good works are of 





~ 





* <¢ In the Revelation it is faid, ‘ Blefled are they that do his 
commandments, that they may have right to the Tree cf Life,’’ 
c. 22. v.14. This is a right not founded in the real merit of 
men, but derived from the gracious promife of God; not a 
¢laim vpon God’s juftice, but a free-gift of his mercy, A 

omife, from its nature implies, that it might have been with- 
olden without injuflice ; but he who promifes, contracts a debt 
which he is bound to oe upon the performance of the 
conditions on which the promife is made: Juflum eft ut red- 
dat, quod debet ; debet autem quod pollicitas eft. Bernard.— 
A promife proves the kindnefs of him whp promifed, and not 
the worthinefs of him to whom the promife is msde; and 
that kindnefs is the greater, the greater is the vatue of the thing 
promifed, and the more eafy the conditions upon which ir is 
promifed,”’ “of 
little 
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little comparative importance,-—the natural confequence will be, 
a laxity of principle and a diffolutenefs of manners, 

The beft a€tions of men muft partake of their nature, and 
cannot give the flighteft claim to eternal happinefs; yet to 
réprefent every human deed as an a¢tual fin, and deferving of ever- 
lafting punifhment, is unauthorized by Scripture, and of very dan- 
gerous confequence. It tends to deftroy all diftin&tion between vir. 
tue and vice, and to make no difcrimination between the habitually 
wicked, and thofe who through inadvertence deviate from duty.” 
Why then are particular actions of men commended both in the 
Old and New Teftament? Where can be the juftifying works 
of which St. James {peaks ? where can be ‘the charity, and fer- 
vice, and faith, and patience’ recorded in the Revelation * ? 

‘© We are however to remember, that, no partial obedience 
to the Gofpel, is allowed. The law of Chrift admits of no com. 
promife. Ifmen heartily ftrive to make the precepts of the 
Gofpel the rule of their conduct, but ftill, from their frail 
natures, if they fometimes fin, or rile, not to the ftandard of pu. 
rity required - our holy religion ;- we have ground to believe, 
that fuch a defective obedience will be accepted through faith in 
the merits of a crucified Redeemer, If fimilar deviations from 
duty will not be forgiven, who of the fons of men can be 
faved? In no part of our Public Formularies is actual perfect 
obedience fuppofed.; and in the only prayer which our Saviour 
himfelf commanded his followers to ufe, we pray God to ‘ forgive 
us our trefpaffes :’ all chriftians therefore are taught by theie 
Saviour to confider and confeis themfelves as finners, that is, at 
beft as yielding an imperfect obedience. ’’ 





The bifhop them continues’ his remarks on thofe, who , 


invidioufly arrogate to themfelves the exclufive title of 


EvANGELICAL CLERGY :—refers to fome paflages in a | 


book called The True Churchman afcertained ; and pafles fome 
temperate, but judicious obfervations, on the blame which 
its author, has deemed himfelf authorized. to below. on 
Mr. Clapham, Mr. Daubeny, Dr. .Croft, Dr. Hey, Mr. 
Benfon, and Mr. Polwhele. Thecurious reader muft featch 
in the original Refutation for thefe ftrictures ; for we cannot 
tranferibe them; and are perfuaded, that fach attacks do 


not merit the honour of reprehenfion in fuch a work,) as — 


that which we are now reviewing ;—how pleafing» foever 


iv -be to the parties attacked, that SPO aE 
armed with a coat of mail, and that the flaff of his, {peas is 


like a weaver’s beam! : ony! 





* 66 Rev, c 2, Vv. 19."" 
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This chapter concludes by obferving, that 


** Calviniftic miniftets, zealous in fupporting the doétrine of 
falvation through faith alone, and anxious to depreciate the 
importance of moral virtue, allow that ‘ good works will be 
rewarded ; that they are acceptable to God in Chrift; abfolutely 
requifite in ofder to our meetnefs for God’s fetvice and heaven,* 
ad that they will * fix the degrees of our bleffednefs in eter- 
nity * ;’ but yet will not acknowledge good works to be a con. 
dition of falvation.—If good works be not a condition of falvation, 
falvation may be attained without them; but it is acknowled 
that a man cannot be meet for heaven without good works; then 
a man ‘ may attain falvation without being meet for heaven. 
‘ If the endeavour to maintain fuch a diftinG@ion as this does 
not deferve the name of dire& abfurdity and contradiction, 
furely it is at leaft‘ a ftrife of words,’ * a petverfe difput. 
ing,’ ‘ which minifters queftions, tather than godly edifying +.° 
Such fabtleties, not to apply a harhher term, may amofe per. 
fons fitting and reafoning in their clofets, but they are certainly 
not calculated to inftruct and improve the bulk of mankind, 
and ought never to find their way into the pulpits of a pro. 
teftant church. It was probably fome refinement of this fort 
which caufed errors in the dottrine of faith among the philo. 
fophizing Greeks in the days of the apoftles, and againft which © 
St. Paul with great earneftnefs guarded Timothy, whom he 
had appointed fuperintendant of the charch at Ephefus, *O 
Timothy, keep that which is committed to thy truft; avoid. 
ing profane ns vain babblings, and oppofitions of fcience falfely 
* fo called: which fome profeffing, have erred concerning the 
* faitht.’” 

It may be worth hinting to the reader, that in this third 
chapter, p. 117, the quotation from Irenzus is in the 
XXIIId tc age 100, of the Benedidtine edition, and 
not chapter 20. The quotation from St. Bernard, in note 
(p) page 170, is taken trom his treatife De Grat. et Libere 
Arbitrie, vol. I. p. 690. A. Capt. XIV. 51. Edit. Benedié. 
The whole paffage requires confideration. | 

In note (d) p. 176, the citation from Grotius will be found 
in his Difcufs. Rivetiani Apolog. Opp, Vol. IV. p. 671. 

Thefe references and fome others, which were omitted 
in the Refutation, may fave fome trouble to the curious and 


accurate reader. 


RT EO TES, 





® © Troe Charchmen afcertained, p. 221, &c,’* 
+: Tim. c. 6. v. g¢and 5.andc.1.¥.4. ¢ 1 Tim. c. & 
¥. 20 and 21.’’ 


(Te be concluded in our next Number.) 














Dibdin's Bibliomania. = 601 


Art. VI. Bibliomania, or Book Madnefi; a Bibliographi- 
cal Romance, in fix Parts. Iliuflratéd with Cuts. By the 
Rev. Thomas Frognal Dibdin. 8vo. Longman and Co., 
791 pp. -ll4s. 181k, 

\ E frankly confefs that we’ put ourfelves fomewhat out 

of our way, to pay early attention and to appropriafe 

a confpicuious place to a ftaunch “ brother of the Angle,” 
At the fame time we think but little apology due to our 
readers, to fuch of them at leaft as mean to retire, at this 
feafon of the year, from the tumult of the metropolis to the 
retirement of ‘the country, for giving them the opportunity 
of taking as a companion a moft agreeable and entertaining 
publication. 

Not long fince Mr Dibdin publifhed on this fubje&, and 
with the fame title, a pamphlet addreffed to Mr. Heber, of 
which an account will be found in our $4th vol, p, 2007 
B .t finding, it may be prefumed, that the difeafe required 
ftill more elaborate inveltigation and difcuflion, he has deli- 
berated further upon it, colle€ted more extenfive informa- 
tion, and fuch an accuntulation of materials, that the pam- 

hlet has diftended itfelf into a fubftantial volume of almoft 
eight hundred pages. This volume contains fix parts, or 
dialogues. 


“6 I. Tae Eventnc Watk. On the right Ufe of Litera- 


ture. 
«II, TueCasinet. Outline of foreign and domeftic Bib. 
liography.’ ete | 
“III. Tue Auction Room. Character of Orlando. Of 
ancient Prices of Books, and of Book-binding. Book Auétion 


Bibliomaniacs. 

«IV, Tue. Lisrary. Dr. Henry’s Hiftory of Great 
Britain, A Game at Chefs. Of Monachifm and Chivalry, 
Dinner at Lorenzo’s. Some Account of Book Collectors in 
England. | ' | 

‘© V, Tux Drawine-Room, Hiflory of Bibliomania, or 
Account of Book Colleéters, concluded, ae, 

‘«; VI, Tue Atcover. Symptoms of the Difcafe called the 
Bibliomanja. Probable Means of its Cure.’’ 3 


To thefe parts are added, a Supplement, three Indexes, 
and a Table of Errata. . . 

The Plot is conduéted on the model of the ancient dias 
logues of Plato, Xenophon, and Cicero; but in this pub. 
fication Mr. Dibdin often sppears in the char.cter of an 

r original 
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original writer, and the vivacity and verfatility of his Lifardo 


in particular feems. not to be formed after any prototype. 
The work opens thus, 


*¢ Tt was on a fine autumnal evenirg, when the fun was fetting 
ferenely behind a thick copfe upon a diftant hill, and his warm 
tints were lighting up a magnificent and widely extended land- 
feape, that, fauntering ’midit the fields, I was meditating upon 
the various methods of honourably filling up the meafure of our 
exiftence ; when I difeovered, towards [on] my left, a meffenger 
running at full {peed towards me. The abruptnefs of his appear. 
ance, and the velocity of his flep, fomewhat' difconcerted me; 
‘but on his near approach my apprehenfions were d ffipated. 

‘© T knew him to be the fervant of my old college friend, 
whom I chufe here to denominate Lysanper. He came to in- 
form me, in his blunt and heneft manner, that his mafter had juft 
arrived with PH1LemMon, our common friend ; and that, as they 
were too fatigued with their journey to come out to me, they 
begged I would quickly enter the houfe, and, as ufual, make 
them welcome. This intelligence afforded me the livclieft fatis. 
faction. In fifteen minutes, after a hearty fhaking of hands, I 
was feated with them in the parlour ; all of us admiring the un- 
ufual fplendor of the evening fky, and, in confequence, partaking 
of the common topics of converfation with a greater flow of fpirits. 

** You are come, my friends,’’ faid J, (in the courfe of con- 
verfation) ‘to make fome ftay with me—indeed, I cannot fuffer 
you to — without keeping you at leafta week; in order, 
amongft other things, to view the beauty of our neighbour Lo- 

renzo’s grounds, the general fplendor of his houfe, and the mag- 
nificence of his rtpraxy.’? ‘* In regard to grounds and furni. 
ture,’’ replied Lyfander, ‘* there is very little, in the mott beau- 
tiful and coftly, which can long excite my attentton—but the 11. 
wrary—.’’ ‘ Here,’’ exclaimed Philemon, ‘* here you have 
him in the toils.’’  ‘* I will frankly confefs,’’ rejoined Lyfander, 
«© that I am anarrant BrnttomMan1ac—that I love books dearly 
~—that the very fight, touch, and, more, the perufal’—‘* Hold, 
my friend,’’ again exclaimed Philemon, ‘‘ you have renounced your 
profefion—you talk of reading books—do BisL1oMANtAcs ever 
read books ?’? ‘* Nay,’’ quoth Lyfander, ‘* you fhall not ban- 
ter thus with impunity. We will, if it pleafeyou,’’ faid he, 
[turning round to me] make our abode with you fora few 
days—and, after feeing the library of your neighbour, I will 
throw down the gauntlet to Philemon, challenging him to anfwer 
certain queftions which you may pat tous, refpecting the number, 
rarity, beauty, or utility of thofe works which relate to the lite. 
rature and antiquities of our own country. We fhall then fee 
who is able to return the readicft anfwer.”’ ‘* Forgive,’’ re- 
jnined Philemon, ‘ my bantering ftrain. I revoke my fpeech. 
You know that, with youself, I heartily love books; pa 
tom 
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from their contents than their appearance.’’ Lyfander -returned - 


a gracious fmile, and the heétic of irritability on his cheek was 
diffipated in an inftant.” P. 3. 


After much literary difcuffion, the fubje& of public 
fchools is introduced, and the following character is given 


of an individual whom we have long and habitually venee 
rated, 


‘© I know,’’ continued he, ** that you, Philemon, have been 
bred in one of thefe eilablifhments, under a man as venerable for 
his years as he is eminent for his talents and worth ; who employs 
the leifure of dignified retirement in giving to the world the re. 
fult of his suviek ced profound refearches; who, drinking largely 
at the fountain head of claffical learning, nd hence fceling the 
renovated vigour of youth, (without having recourfe to the 
black art of a Cornelius Agrippa,) circumnavigates * the Ery. 
threan Sea’—then, afcending the veffel of Nearchus, he coafts 
* from Indus to the Euphrates’—and explores with an ardent eye 
what is curious and what is precious, and treafures in his fagacious 
mind what is moft likely to gratify and improve his fellow-coun- 
trymen. A rare and eminent inftance this, of the judicious ap. 
plication of acquired knowledge!—and how much more likely 
is it to produce good, and to fecure folid fume, than to fritter 


away one’s ftrength, and undermine one’s health, in perpetual - 


_ pugiliftic contefts’ with fnarling critics, dull commentators, and 
foul-mouthed philologitts.’’ 

« Philemon heartily affented to the truth of thefe remarks ; 
and more than once interrupted Lyfander in his panegyrical pe- 
roration by his cheerings: for he had, in his youch, (as was be. 
fore obferved) been inftructed by the diftinguithed charaéter upon 
upon whoin the eulogy had been pronounced. 

‘© The effort occafioned by the warmth in difcuffing fuch ine 
terefting fubjeéts nearly exhaufted Lyfander—when it was judged 
prudent to retire to reft, Each had his chamber affigned to hii; 
ard while the checquered moon-beam played upon the curtains 
and the wall, through the half-opened fhutters, the minds of 
Lyfander and Philemon felt a correfpondent tranquillity ; and 
{weet were their Qumpbers till the morning fhone full upon them,’? 
P. 23. 


The fecond part, in which an outline of foreign’ and do< 
meftic Bibliograpiy is exhibited, opens with a defeription 
of a fine autumnal morning. Lyfasder, who is the hero of 
the romance, is entrufted by Philemon to difcufs the above 
fubje&. Lyfander complies, but the charatter of Lifardo, 
who becomes, like other profelytes, moft enthufiaftically 
zealous among Bibliomaniacs, is firft introdyced. 


Rr23 56 LreandD, 
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‘‘ Lysanp. If our facetious friend Lrsarpo, who is ex. 
pected fhortly to join us, fhould happen to direct our attention 
and the difcourfe to the fale of Matvotto’s bufts and ftatues, 
what favourable opportunity cdo you fuppofe could prefent itfelf 
for handling fo unpromifing a fubje&t as Bibliography ? 

“Putt. Well, weil, let us hope he will net come: or if he 
‘does, let us take care to carry the point by a majority of votes, 
J hear the gate bell ring: ’tis Lifardo furely ! 

‘* Three minutes attewards, Lifardo ana myfelf, who met in 
the paflage from oppotite doors, entered the cabinet. Mutual 
greetings fucceeded: and after a hearty breakfath, the converfa- 
tion was more fy {tematically renewed. 

** Lis. I am quite anxious to give you a defcription of the 
fine things which were fold at Malvolio’s manfion yefterday ! 
Amorgft coloffal Minervas, and pigmy fauns and fatyrs, a mag- 
nificent {et of books, in ten or twelve folio volumes (I forget 
the precife number) in Morocco binding, was to be difpofed of, 

““ Lysanp. ‘The Clementine and Florentine Mufeums ? 

‘© Lis. No indeed—a much lefs interefting work. <A cata- 
logue of the manuferipts and printed books in the Library of the 
French King, Louis the fifteenth. It was odd enough to fee 
fuch a work in fuch a fale! 

‘* Puri, You did not probably bid ten guineas for it, Lis 
fardo? 

“Lis. Not ten fhillings. What fhouold I do with fuch 
books? You know I hve a mortal averfion to them, and to 
every thing connected with bibliographical learning. 

“ Puit. That arifes, 1 prefume, from your profound know- 
ledge of the fubject ; and hence finding, as Solomon found mott 
purfuits, ‘ vanity of vanities, and vexation of fpirit.’ 

“ Lrg. Not fo, truly! I have taken an averfion to it from 
mere whim and fancy : or rather from downright ignorance. 

« Prize. But I fuppofe you will net object to be fet right 
upon any fubject of which you are ignorant or mifinformed ? 
You don’t ‘mean to fport sereditary averfions, or hereditary at. 
tachments? 

‘* Irs, Why, perhaps, fomething of the kind. My father, 
» was the beft creature upon earth, happened to come into the 
poileffion of a huge heap of catalogues of private colle¢tions, as 
well as of bookfeller’s books—and I remember, on a certain fifth 
of November, when my little hands could fcarcely grafp the lamp- 
lighter’s link, that he bade me fet fire to them, and fhout forth— 
« Long live the king !’—ever_fince I have held them in fovereiga 

contempt. 
© Pxit. I love the king too well to fuppofe that his life 
could have been lengthened by any fuch barbarous act. You were 
abfolutely a little Chi Ho-am-ti, or Omar! Perhaps you were 
not aware that his Majefty is in poffeflion of many valuable 
“© books,. 


wh 





Dibdin's Bibliomania. G05. 





. Looks, which are defcribed with great care and accuracy in fome 
of thofe very catalogues. | 


‘© Las. ‘The a&, upon tefletion, was no doubt fufliciently ee 4 
foolifh. But why fo warm upon the fubject? ‘ | 
‘* Lysanw. Let me defend Philemon; or at leaft account ty 


for his zeal. Juft befure you came in, he was leading me to 
give him fome account of the Risk AND PROGRESS OF BipLto. 


GRAPHY 3 and was fearful that, from your noted averfion to the ie 
~ fubjeét, you would foon cut afunder the thread of out conver. en 
fation. 

“‘ Lis. If you can convert me to be an admirer of fuch a ie 
fubject, or even endure it, you will work wonders: and unlefs'  ~ fs 
you promife to do fo, 1 know not whether I fhall fuffer you to th 
begin. eye 

‘© Puri. Begin, my dear Lyfander. A mind difpofed to 
diften attentively, is fometimes half converted. O, how I fhall ai 
rejoice to fee this bibliographical inceridiary going about to buy ie 
up copies of the very works which he has deftroyed! Liften, I ie 
entreat you, Lifardo. Ly 

‘* Las. Iam all attention; for I fee the clouds gathering in wiih je 


the South, anda gloomy, if not a fhowery mid-day, promifes to 
darken this beautcous morning. ’Twill not be poffible to attend 
the antiques at Malvolio’s fale. ! . 

“© Lysaxp. Whether the fan thine or the fhewers fall, I will 
make an attempt—not to convert, but to ftate fimple truths: 
provided you * lend me your ears!’ 

‘© Point. And our hearts toc, — Begin: for the birds drop 
their notes, and the oatlines of the diftant landf{cape are already 
dimmed by the drizzling rain. 

‘© Lysanp. You call npon me as formally as the fhepherds 
call upon one another to fing in Virgil’s eclogues. But I will 


do my beft.’? «P. 33. 


Lyfander afterwards difcourfes at length on Bibliography 
from Richard De Bury down to the living {ehoo! ef Engdth 
and French writers on this fubje€t. This part tinsthes with 
a determination on the parts of Lifardo and Philemon to | 
attend a book audétion. i 

The third part is entitled the Auétion Room, and here the Hi 











author, who accompanies Philemon and Lifardo to the fcene Rib 
of aftion, defcribes thofe whom he.terms Book Auction Biblio ; |! 
maniacs. On their way to the Auction Room is a long dif- aldly 
quifition, with copious notes, on the ancient prices of books, Lit } 
and the relative fkill of ancient and modern repr 3 Ai) 
There-is alfo a very neat copper-plate illuftrgtion of the fub- aie 
jeGt, reprefenting the portraits of Luther and Calvin, from Chi 
the parchment cover of an old book. On arriving at the at. 





Auétign Room, the various diftinguifhed purchalers of 
' Rrs books 
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books are delineated under filitious names, which are, howe 
ever, of eafy application, and with one of which, namely, 
ATTICUS, we would gladly, if we had room, adorn our 
pages. ' ’ 

The fourth part is entitled the Library, the converfation 
being carried on in the hibrary’of Lorenzo. The followib 
extrect will explain the cond & of the remainder of the plot. 


«© At four o’clock we fet off, in company with Lifardo, for 
Lorenzo's dinner. I need hardly add that the company of the 
the latter was cordially welcomcd by our hoft; who, before the 
courfe of paflry was cleared away, propofed a fparkling bumper 
of Malmfey Madeira, to commemorate his converfion to Biblio. 
manicifm. By half-paft five we were ufhered into THE LIBRARY, 
to partake of a coitly deffert of rock melons and Hemburgh 
grapes, ‘with all their appropriate embellifhments of ne¢tarines 
and nuts, Maflive and curioufly cut decanters, filled with the 
genuine juice of the grape, flraved backwards and forwards upon 
the table: and well-furn thed minds, which could not abufe the 
luxury of fuch a feaft, made every thing as pleafant as rational 
pleafure could be. } | 

‘© Las. If Lorenzo have not any thing which he may con- 
ceive more intérefting to propofe, I. move that you, good Ly- 
fander, now refume the difcuffion of a fubje€&t which you fo plea. 
fantiy commenced laft night. 

‘‘ Puit. 1 rife to fecond the motion. 

‘«* Loren. And I, to give it every fupport in my power. 

“ Lysanp. There is no refifting fuch adroitly levelled at. 
tacks. Do pray tell me what it is you wif: me to go on with ? 

‘© Pit. ‘The hiftory of book-collecting and of hook-col- 
JeGtors in this country, 

* Lis. The hittory of Brarromanta, if yeu pleafe. 

“© Lysanp. You are madder than the maddeit of book.col. 
Je@tors, Lifardo. But I will goffip away upon the fubject as 
well as I am able. 

‘s 1] think we left off with an abafe of the anti-bibliomaniacal 
powers of ch vairy, Let us purfue a more fyftematic method ; 
and begin, as Lifardo fays, ** at the beginning.”’ 

«* in the plan which I may purfue, you muft forgive me, my 
friends, st you fid it defultory and irregular; and as a — of 
the fincerity of your criticifm, 1 earneftly beg that, like the 
chivalrous judge, of whom mention was made laft night, you will. 
cry out * //o/’ when you with me to ceafe, But where thall we 
begin? From what period fhall we take up the hiftory of 
Rooxtsm, (or, if you pleafe, Brntromanta) in this country ? 
Tet us pafs over thofe long-bearded gentiemen called the Druids ; 
for in the various hypothefes which fagacious antiquaries have 
advanced upon their beloved Ssone-henycs none, I believe, are to 
be found’ wherein the traces of a Libvary, in that vaft ruin, are 

pretended 
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pretended to be difcovered. As the Druids were {paring of their 
writing *, they probably read the more; but whether they car. 
ried their books with them into trees, or made their pillows of 
them upon eae eee tradition is equally filent. Let us 
therefore preferve the fame prudent filence, and march on at once 
into the feventh, eighth, and ninth centuries; in which the learn- 
ing of Bede, Alcuin, Erigena, and Alfred, ttrikes us with no {mall 
degree of amazement.’’ P. 217.. 


The Hiftory of Book Collefing is fubfequently carried 
on down to the fale of the library of the late Mr. Gough. 
This comprehends parts 1V. and V. and occupies no lefs 
than 400 pages with copious netes. This will be found to 
include an account of the earlieft book auétions in this 
country, and allo exhibits a feries of catalogues of books 
fo fold, from that of R. Smith ia 1681, to that of Mr 
Gough in 1810. This is a very curious and interefling pors 
tion of the work, and contains great variety of literary anec- 
dote and bibliographical information.. Much of this we 
fhould like to tranferibe, but muft fatisfy ourfelves with 
what Mr. Dibdin communicates on the fubje& of Sir Robert 
Cotton, : 


“¢ Sir Robert Cotton was educated at Trini'y College, Cam. 
bridge. The number of curious volumes, whether in the Roman, 
Gothic, or Italic type, which he in all probability collefted 
during his refidence at that Univerfity, has not yet been afcver. 
tained ; but we know that, when he made his antiquarian tour 
with the famous Camden, (‘ par nobile fratrum!’) in his e9th 
year, Cotton muft have greatly augmented his literary treafures, 
and returned to the metropolis with a tharpened appetite, to de. 
vour every thing in the thape of a book. Refpected by three 
fovereigns, Elizabeth, James, and Charles, and admired by all 
the literati in Europe, Sir Robert faw himfelf in as eminent a firu. 
ation as wéalth, talents, tafte, and integrity can place an indivi. 
dual. His collection of books increafed rapidly; but MS. re- 
cords, deeds, and charters, were the chief objects of his purfvit. 
His manfion was noble, his library extenfive, and his own man. 
ners fuch as conciliated the efteem of almoft every one who ap. 
ptoached him. Dr. Smith has well deferibed our illuftrious bi 
liomaniac, at this golden period of his fife: «* Ad Cottoni ades, 
tanquam ad communem reconditioris doctrine apothecam, five ad 
nevam Academiam, quotquot animo paulo erectiori mufis et gratiis 
litaverint, fefe recepere, nullam a vird humaniffimo repulfam paf. 
furi: quippe idem literas bonas promovendi ftudium erat omnis 





‘¢ * Julius Cefar tells us that they dared hot to commit their 
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auCtoramento longe potentius. Nec ifta obvia morum facilitas, 
qua omnes bonos erudit:o 1ifque candidatos complexus eft, quic- 
quam reverentix quavici iffim ile colebatur, detraxerat : potius, om. 
nium, quos familiari fermone, repetitifque colloquiis dignari pla- 
cuit, in fe amores et admirationem hac infigni nature benignitate 
excitavit, Vit. Rob. Cottoni, p. xxiv. prefixed to the Cata- 
logus 1 Manuferiptorum Bibl. Cott. 1696. folio. * 

‘* Sir Robert was, however, doomed to have the evening of 
his life clouded by one of thofe crooked and difaltrous events, of 
which it is now impoffible to trace the correét caufe, or affix the 
degree of ignominy attached to it, on the head of its proper au- 
thor. Human nature has few blacker inftances of turpitude on 
record, than that to which our knight fella victim. In the year 
1615, ‘Coun wretch communicated to the Spanifh ambaffador ¢ the 
valuable flate papers in his library, who caufed them to be copied 
and tranflated into the Spanifh;’ thefe papers were of toe much 
importance to be made public; and James the 1rft had the mean. 
nefs to iffue a commiffion € which excluded Sir Robert from his 
own library.’ ‘The ftorm quickly blew over, and thé funfhine 
of Cotton’s integrity diffufed around its wonted brilliancy. Rut 
in the year 1629, another mifchicvous wretch propagated a re. 
port, that Sir Robert had been privy to a treafonable publica- 
tion ; becaufe, forfooth, the original traét, from which this trea- 
fonable one had been taken, was, in the year 1613, without the 
knowledge of the owner of the library, introduced into the Cot. 
tonian colleGtion. This wretch, under the abufed title of libra. 
rian, had, ‘ for pecuniary coniderations,* the bafenefs to fuffer 
one or More copies of the pamphlet of 1613 (written at Florence 
by Dudley, Duke of Northumberland, under a lefs offenfive title) 
to be taken, and in confequence printed, Sir Robert was there- 
fore again fingled out for royal vengeance: his library was put 
under fequeftration ; and the owner forbidden to enter it. 

‘© It was in vain that his complete innocence was vindicated. 
To deprive fuch a man as Corron of the ocular and manual com- 
forts of his library—to fuppofe that he could be happy in_ the 
mott fplendid drawing-room i in Europe, without his books—is to 
fuppofe what our experience of virtuous bibliomaniacs will not 
permit us to accede to. In confequence, Sir Robert declared to 
his friends, ¢ that they'had broken his heart, who had locked up 
his library from him:’ which declaration he folemaly repeated 
to the Privy Council, Inthe the year 1691, this great and good 
man clofed his eyes for ever upon mortal fcenes: upon thofe 
whom he had gladdencd by his benevolence, and improved by his 
wifdom. 

** Such was the man;-of whom Gale has thus eloquently 
fpokesn :—“© guifquis bona fide Hiftoriam noftram per. omne zvum 

xplicare fataget, nullum laudatum Scriptorem a fe defiderari ex- 
optatta ue pofle, quem Corros1anus ille incomparabilis thefaurus 
promptifime non exhibebit; Ea eft, et femper fuit, nobilis Domus 

erga 
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ergo literatos indulgentia—Hujus fores (ut illa Mufirum, apud 


Pindarum) omnibus patent. *‘Teftes apello ‘Theologos, Autiqua. 


rios, Jurifconfultos, Bibliopolas ;.qui quidem ompes, ex Cot. 
toniana Bibliotheca, tanquaim ex perenni, fed et communi fonte, 
fine impenfis et moleftia, abundé hauferunt.’’ Rer. Auglic. Script. 
Vet. vol. i. praf. p. 3. 
‘© ‘The Jofs of fuch a chara€ter—the deprivation of fuch 

patron—made the whole fociety of book-colle€tors tremble and 
turn pale. Men began to look tharply into their libararies, and 
to caft a diftruftful eye upon thofe who came to confult and to 
copy: for the fpirit of Corron, like the ghof of Hamlet's 
father, was feen to walk, before cock-crow, along the galleries 
and balconies of great collections, and to bid the owners of them 
§ remember and beware!’—But to return. The library of this 
diftinguifhed bibliomaniac continued under feguettration fome 
time after his death, and was preferved entire, with difficulty, 
during the fhock of the civil wars. In the year 1712, it was 
removed to Effex Houfe, in Effex-ftreer, Strand, where it con. 
tinued till the year 1730, when it was conveyed back to Weft. 
minfter, and depofited in Little Dean’s Yard. In October 1731, 
broke out that dreadful fire, which Hearne (Benedia. Abbat. 
Wol. i. pref. p. xvi.) fo pathetically deplores; and in which the 
nation fo generally fympathized—as it deftroyed and mutilated 
many precious volumes of this collection, Out of 958 volumes, 
97 were deftroyed, and 105 damaged. In the year 1753 the 
library, to the honor of the age, and as the only atonement which 
could be made to the injured name of Cotton, as well as to the 
effectual /aying of his perturbed fpirit—was purchafed by Parlia. 
ment, and tranfported within the quiet and songesiel abode of 
the Britith Mufeuam: and here may it reit, unabufed, for revolve 
ing ages! The collection now. contains 26,090 articles. Confult 
Mr. Planta’s neatly written preface to the catalogue of the fame; 
vide p. 120, 350, ante, And thus take we our leaye of the 
ever-memorable bibliomaniac, Sir Rosext Corron, Kw,’ 
P. 351, note. 


The fixth and laft part is devoted to a defcription of the 
fymptoms of Bibliomania, and the probable means of its cure. 
Two fymptoms unnoticed in the author’s former publication 


on this fubjeét, are here explained and difcuffed; one the 


paffion for books printed for private diftribution, the other 
for books printed al a private bf 
We are forry that we can afford room but for one more 
fpecimen, but this, it is apprehended, will be more generally 
acceptable to Bibliomaniacs than any which have preceded, 
« Mufeum Worflleyanum; by Sir Richard Worfley: 1798, 
1802, atlas folio. 2 vols. The gag <o. on ian 
which 200 copies were printed, was fin hed in May, 1798, an 
circulated, with the plates only of vol. ui, among tt the re 
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friends of Sir Richard Worfley, the author; who was, at that 
time, the diplomatic Refident at Venice from the Court. The 
fecond volume, with the letter-prefs complete, of which only 106 
copies were printed, was finifhed in 1802, The entire expence 
attending this rare and fumptuous publication (of which a copy 
is in the library of the Royal Inftitution amounted to the enor. 
mous fum of 27,0001. and from the irregularity of delivering the 
fecond volumes of plates, in the firft inftance, without the letter. 
prefs, many of the copies ere incomplete, . 

*< The Father’s Revenge; by the Earl of Carlifle, K. G. 
&c. 1800, 4to. <A limited impreffion of this very beautiful: 
volume, decorated with engravings from the pencil of Weftall, 
was circulated by the noble author among his Piends. I faw a 
‘copy of it, bound in green Morocco, with the original letter of 
the donor, in the library of Earl Spencer at Althorp. . 

Mount St. Gothard ; by the late Duchefs of Devonthire, folio, 
Only 50 copies of this brilliant volume were printed; toa few 
of which, it is faid, Lady Diana Beauclerk lent the aid of her 
ornamental pencil, in fome beautiful drawings of the wild and 
romantic fcenery in the neighbourhood of Mount St. Gothard. 

Differtation on Etrufcan Vafes, by Mr. Chriftie. Imperial 
4to. With elegant engravings. Only 100 copies of this truly 
claffical volume were printed. From the death of one or two of 
the partics, who became originally poffeffed of it, as a prefent 
from the author, it has fallen to the lot of Mr. Chriftie to be. 
come, profeffionally, the vender of a work which he himfelf never 
meant to be fold. A copy was very lately difpofed of, in this 
manner, for 14). 

«* Bentleii Epiftolz ; Edited by [the Rev. ] Dr. Charles Burney ; 
1807, 4to. ‘This is one of the moft beautiful produtions of 
the Shakfpeare prefs; nor are the intrinfic merits of the volume 
inferior to its external fplendour. ‘The fcarcer copies of it ate 
thofe in medium quarto; of which only 50 were printed: ef the 
imperial gto, there were 150 executed. 

‘* I add two more fimilar examples; which were not printed 
at the Shakfpeare prefs. | | 

‘* Lord Baltimore’s Gaudia Poetica; Lat. Eng, et Gall. with 
plates. (No date.) me 4to. Only ten copies of this rare 
volume were printed, and thofe diftributed among the author’s 
friends: a copy of it was fold for 6! 10s, at the fale of Mr, 
Reed’s books: fee Bibl. Reed, No. 6682. It was inferted for 
fale in the catalogue of Mr. Burnham, bookfeller at Northamp. 
ton, A.D. 1796—with a note of its rarity fubjoined. | 

‘©’ Views in Orkney and on the North-Eaftern Coaft of Scor. 
land. Taken in 1805. Etched 1807. Folio. By the prefent 
Marchionefs of Stafford. 

‘© The letter.prefs confifts of 2% pages; the firft of which 
bear this unaffuming defignation ; ‘* Some Account of the Orkney 
lflands, extracted from Dr, Barry’s Hiftory, and ax ore 

rand’s 
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Brand's Defctriptions of Orkney.’? To this chapter or divifion 
is prefixed a vignette of Stroma! and the chagterends at p. ¢. 
Then follow four views of the Orkney Iilands. 

‘* The next chapter is éntitled ‘* The Cathedral of Kirk. 
wall,’’ which at the beginning exhibits a vignette of the Cathe. 
dral of St. Magnus, aud at the clofe, at p. 9, a vignette of a 
Tomb in the Cathedral, To thefe facceed two plates, prefenting 
yanws of the Infide of the Cathedral, and an Arch in the Cathe. 

ral, 

‘* The third chapter commences at p. 12, with ** The Earl of 
Orkney’s Palace,’’ to which a vignette of a Street in Kirkwall 
is prefixed. It ends at p. 12, and is followed by a plate exhibit. 
ing a View of the Door-way of the Earl’s Palate; by another 
of the Hall of the Eatl’s Palace; and by a third containing two 
Views, namely, the Infide of the Hall, and, upon a larger {eale, 
the Chimney in the Hall. 

‘© The Bay of the Frith’’ is the fubje& of the fourth chapter; 
which exhibits at the beginning a vignette of the Hills of Hoy, 
It clofes at p. 14, with a vignette of the Dwarfy Stone. ‘Then 
follow fix plates, containing a view of the Bay of Frith, a View 
from Hoy, two Views of the Eaftern and Weitern Citcles of the 
Stones of Stennis, and two Views of Stromnefs, . 

‘¢ The next chapter is, entitled ‘* Duncanfbay or Dang Or 
head,’’ which bears in front a vignette of Wick, and at the end, 
in p. 16, a vignette of the Caftle of Frefwick. Three plates fol. 
Yow; the firlt prefenting a View of Duncanfbay-head; the fe. 
cond, Views of the Stacks of Hemprigs and the Hills of Schra. 
biner or Schuraben; the third, a View of the Ord, 

‘¢ The Caftle of Helmfdale’’ is the tile of the fucceeding 


chapter, to which is prefixed a vignette of Helmfdale Caftle. Iv” 


ends at p. 19, with a vignette of the Bridge of Brora. 
follow two plates, prefenting Views of Helmfdale Caftle, and the 
Coaft of Sutherland. 

‘6 The fubject of the next chapter is “* Dunrobin Calle,’ 
(the ancient feat of vr mye ay egrner and now a refidencé 
of her Ladythip,) whic ents, at ¢ inning, a vignette 
of Donrobin Catlile, and shee the clofe of pre at ag 
four plates; the firft of which is a View of Dunrobin Cattle and 


the furrounding fcenery ; the fecond, a fmaller View of the Caftle; | 


the third, a View of Druid Stones, with another of Battle Stones 
in Strathflete; and the fourth, Dornoch, with the Thane’s Crofs. 
« "The latt chapter is entitled “* The Chapel of Rofslyn,” to 
which is prefixed a vignette of Retire Chapel. Ic is f 
by four plates ; the firtt exhibiting a View of a Column in Rofs. 
Tyn Chapel; the fecond, a Door-way in the Chapels the third, 
the Tomb of Sit William Sr. Clair; and the fourth, Hawthorn. 
den, the refidence of the elegant and plaintive Drummond; with 
whofe beaatiful Sonnet, to this his romantic habitation, the vo. 


dume cloles ; “ Dear 
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“« Dear wood! and you, fweet folitary place, 
- Where | eftranged from the vulgar.live,’’ &c, 


** Of the volume which has been thus defcribed, only 12¢ 
copies wete printed. The views were all drawn and etched by 
her Ladyfhip; and are executed with a fpirit and correttnefs 
which would have done credit to the moft fuccefsful difciple of 
Rembrandt. A copy of the work, which had been prefented to 
the late Right Hon. C. F, Greville, produced, at the fale of his 


books, the fum of fixteen guineas.’”’ P. 712, note. : 


The embellifhments introduced into this clofely.and ele- 
gantly printed volume are, it is evident, both appropriate 
and beautiful. Each part begins with an ornamented initial 
“capital letter, furrounded by a fimilar wood-cut border, after 
the manner of ancient books. A fanciful vignette, cut in 
wood, concludes every part. The following are the por- 
traits introduced; Magliabechi, Erafmus, Leland, Bale, Abp. 
Parker, Sir Thomas Bodley, Anthony Wood,: Hearne, Mr, 
Thomas Miller, Trithémius, and a //houetie of the awhor: 
she ornamental illuftrations are, Friar Bacon’s Rudy, Eraf- 
mus’s iludy, fac fimile of an ancient book-room, torments 
of hell, arms of the Univerfity of Oxtord, John Bagtord’s 
arms, ornaments of Grollier’s binding, and a pilgrim hawker. 
all thefe are cut in wood. In copper there are, a vignette 
of the interior of the Bodleian Library, of the golden covers 
of Q: Elizabeth's Manual of Devotion, of the interior of 
Mr, Johnes’ principal library, and of the vignette prefixed 
to the Straw berry-hill books: an outline etching alfo of . the 
whole-lengths-of Luther and Calvin, being a tac-fimile, of 
thefe figures on the exterior of the vellum covers of an old 
book. , 

There are three indexes: namely, chronological, biblio- 
graphical, and general: the two latter are both copious and 
exact, , 

It can hardly be neceffary. to add, that we have received 
particular gratification from the perufal of this volume, 
which difplays extraordinary diligence, a prodigious variety 
of information, combined with much vivacity of thought 
and ftyle, and is in every refpect very highly creditable 
to the author, We much doubt, however, its efficacy in 
contributing to the cure of the difeafe, which is here the 
fubje&t of animadverfion. We rather think it will tend to 
fpread the infe&tion, and add fuel to the flame; and to thig 

author has, probably, no very /erious objection, 


Art. 
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Art, VII. Columbanus ad Hibernos; or a Letter from Colum- 
ban to his Friend in Ireland, on the prefent Mode of appoint- 
ing Cathelic Bifbops in his native Country. 8vo. 128 pps. 
3s. 6d. Payne. 1810, 


Art. VII. Cofumbanus ad Hibernos, No.2; or a fecond 
Letter, with Part I. * of an biftorical Addrefs, on the Calas 
mities occafioned by foreign Influence, in the Nomination of 
Bifbops to Irifo Sees. By the Rev, C. O’Comer, D.D: 
Svo, 68and 264 pp. 7s.6d. Secley and Payne. 1810, 


Art. 1X. Columbanus’s third Letter, on the Liberties of the. 
Trifo Church, and on fome Points of Irifh Hiflory, conneéted 
with the Catholic Queftion: or a Letter from the Rev. C, 
O’Conor, D, D. to Owen O' Conor, Ef. Delegate from the 
C. of Rofcommon to the General Committee of the Catholics of 
Ireland. .Svo. 160 pp. 38, 6d. Payne, &c.. 1810, 


"THE importance of thefe trafts is confiderable. They 
detect abufes of great magnitude, and tend to remove. 
delufions into which vaft numbers: have been led, by the cire 
culation of falfe ideas, on 4 matter in which they feel a 
concern. We obferved f{pme time ago the violence wit 
which Lord Grenville and Sir John Hippefley had been at- 
tacked by the very perfons: whom they were labouring to. 
ferve, the Roman Catholics of Ireland, on account of what 
has been called the Vefo; that is, the negative which he 
propofed to give to the King and his Minifters, upon the 


nomination of Romith Bifhops in that country +; a condi-’ : 


tion without which he has pledged himfelf not to fup 

the claims of their*petitions for power and influence. It is 
here proved by a moft unexceptionable witnefs, becaufe: 
he appens not only to’be'an able and a learned man, but a 
true 

reftri€tion is confiftent. with the canonical order of) fuch 
Church, but that the difcipline introduced in the mean while: 
by the nominal Bifhops of Ireland, and for which. they . 
have contrived to get the popular cry on their fide, is the 
mioft corrupt and improper that was ever introduced into any 


ectlefiaftical body. What indeed can be worfe tham that” 


Bifhops thould be allowed to name their own fucceffors, and’ 


-_ 





* A feeond part of this Hiftorical Addrefs is announced as to 
appear-on-St. Patrick’s Day, (March 17, 18115) but-wede-not™ 
find that it is yet publifhed. 


+See vol. xxxvi. p~ 6400 nti 
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bejueath their fees? thus rendering that which ought to be 
a matter of choice and deliberation, the fubjef of intrigue 
and favouritifm; and giving to their bifhops, for the tune 
being, a power which was never before delegated to fucka 
body of men in the world. 4 

Dr. O’Conor, who at firft concealed himfelf under the 
afflumed name of Columbanus, or Columban, a famous Irifh 
bifhop *, has fince ayowed his name, becaufe he found him. 
felf attacked by a perfon wha has often attacked our Church 
alfo, Dr. Milner, titular Bifhop of Caftabala, in Afia, anda 
zealous fupporter of Papal influence in the Irifh Church, 
Dr. O’Conor flrongly contends, that the liberties which the 
Gallican Church afferted to itfelf in the famous Four 
Articles, are equally the liberties of the Irifh Chureh; and, 
that it may be yer and generally underftood what thofe 
liberties are, he has printed the four articles at the end of 
his third tract (p. 145) with a very pertinent quere to each 
of the two firft, ‘* Why have our Bifhops rejefted this?” 
It appears that Dr. O’Conor was himfelf propofed by his 
friends for the Romith Bifhopric of Tuam, but declined all 
kind of attempt for that purpofe, on account of the prefent 

erfectly uncanonical mode of obtaining fuch appointments, 
tt is hardly credible, that fuch a meafure Ayoiald siot only be 
tolerated, but even be rendered popular, as we fhall here 
ftate in the very words of the prefent author. 


** The truth, is, that twenty-one faffragan Bifhops have 
entered into a folemn compaé& with the four Archbifhops of 
Ireland [Romifh Bifhops and Archbifhops] that they, the fuf- 
fragans, fhall be allowed to begueath their refpeCiive Diocefes - 
to whomfoever they pleafe, provided the Archbifhops are al. 
lowed to do the fame: and fo or Troy has bequeathed Dudiix 
to@ Mr. Murray ; Dottor Dillon has bequeathed Tuam to a Mr, 
Kelly ; other Bithops have already elected their own fucceffors, 
without the leaft reference to the feelings of. the fubordinate 
Clergy, Gentry, or Nobility ; and this is ftyled ¢anonjcaf elec. 
tion! This is the boafted, this the glorious {piritual indepen. 
dence of the Irith Church!"* rft Tract. P. 12. 


No wonder then that the author, profeffing that he would 
die for the genuine articles of his faith, declares moft ftrongly 
his determination not to be impofed upon “* by an infidious 
clamour, the obje& of which 1s to gild the pill of ecclefaf; 
tical dgmination, by giving it the colour of a diyine right ; and 





Lm _ —— 


* Not to be confounded with Columba, the faint of Hiona, 
¢ to 
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to confecrate, by a facred name, one of the moft ungenerous 
ufurpations, and one of the moft novel, againft the rights and 
age of the fecond order of Clergy, &c. &c. that ever 
1as difgraced a Chriftian country.”” He contends, and we be+ 
lieve truly, that ‘ there is no inftance, and there eugbt to be 
none, in the hiftory of the Chriftian Church, in which the 


Bilhops of any Catholic country eleéted their own fuce 
ceffor, as the Bifhops of Ireland aétually do, by their own. 


private choice ; a private arrangement, in which fimeny for 
aught we know, but certainly faveuriti/m, reafons of flefh 
and blood, and worldly propeniities, muft neceffarily pre- 
vail againft honeft exertions.” It will furely be granted by 
all unprejudiced perfons, of whatever Church, that the 
ftrongeft expreffions-which can be ufed, againft fo glaring an 
abufe, cannot be too flrong; and very powerful coral 
Dr. O'C. does ufe, together with arguments drawn from 
the whole hiftory of the Church; yet this_is the Jiberty for 
which the Irifh populace have been taught to clamour; 
while they were influenced to deteft that temperate and cuf- 
tomary interference of the civil power, which has prevailed 
in all ages and all countries, and always with the moft falu- 
tary effects. | 

_-If any thing can remove a delufion of this nature, the Let- 
ters of Columbanus are calculated to remove them; being 
fupported by all the ftrongeft authorities of hiftorical docu. 
ments, decrees of Councils, and declarations of the writers of 
the firft repute in their Church, and indeed the Chriftian 
world. We cannot, of courfe, go into all thefe particu- 
lars, but whoever feels an intereft in the fubje& will find 
abundant fatisfa&tion in thefe.Letters and the Hiflorical Ad- 
drefs. Wath equal ftrength does Dr. O’Conor oppofe the 
affumed right of the Popes to nominate to Irifh fees, or to 
confirm Bilhops there chofen, which he proves never to have 


been claimed before the twelfth century (Tract 1, p. 77). . 


His own ideas of the proper manner of appbinting a 
tholic Bifhop are fo excellent, that, in juftice to him, we 


fhall give them in his own words, : 
‘© III. The obfequies of the:deceafed Bithop mutt be attended 


before any canvas commence.—Thefe being performed.—-1. A. 


day is to be appointed by the three fenior prefbyters of the vacant 
fee, and a place of worfhip muft be alfo appointed by thea. 
where all thofe who are in the care of fouls are to affemble, for 
the election of a fucceflor.—2. Prayers are to be folemnly offered 


for the election of a man whofe morals, Iéarning, and pri 
may qualify him fer fuch a ftation,—3. If i docel afords 
Gach perfon, the eleftors are not to elett from another diocefe, rs 
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at does not, they may elect from another.—4. Each clergymait 
is to vote individually, at the foot of the altar, having firt af- 
cended to the higheit ftep, and laid his right hand on the Bible, 
to fignify the confcientious integrity of his mind, in voting 
without any other partiality than that which arifes from virtue. 
~—5. He is to vote by handing to the fenior clergyman who pre- 
fides, or to any of the, provincial fuffragans who'miy pretide, 
{he having been previoully called to the chair by a majority of 
Voices,) a paper, on which the names of three candidates are 
written, in the order of preference which that clergyman would 
affign. 6, The votes, are then to be counted by the prefident 5 
and the three candidates, in whofe favour the majority have 
voted, are to be prefented by a chofen deputation to the metro- 
politan._—Laftly, the metropolitan isto agree with the civil 
power in the confirmatior, or nomination of one of the three, with. 
ext any reference to any foreign surifdifion.”’ FP. 82. 


Dr. O’Conor not only is firictly. orthodox with refpe& to 
his own Church, but he has the candour to defend us alfo 
from mifreprefentation. ‘* It muit,” he fays, ** in common 
juftice be acknowledged, that the title of Head of the Church, 
fborne by the Kings of England] though odious to a Catho- 
hic, means no more, in the acceptation of an Englifhman, 
than temporal Head of the Church, or Defender of the Faith. 
No Englifhman ever yet for a moment fuppoied that the 
King could adminifter facraments, ordain priefts, give a 
miilion for preaching or teaching, or be the fource of fpi- 
ritual as well as temporal power. They give him no autho- 
rity, even in church difcipline, but fuch as is neceflary for 
maintaining order in the flate,” &c. P.91. Healfo fays, 
in another place, ‘* alter long experience I can fay, from 
perfonal acquaintance, that Englifhmen are not intolerant, 
except where they fee intolerance in others ;" (p. 99.) and this 
is, in fat, the great hinge on which every thing turns. If 
we (id not dread the long-experienced intolerance of the 
Romith Church we fhould have no objeétion whatever, not 
only to grant, but to offer it every poflible indulgence. But 
we have fmarted, and we remember! Nor have we any 
reafon to believe that the general {pirit is yet meliorated in 
the Irifh majority, al fo much candour appears in the 
writings of this fg ar author. He reprobates, as we 
reprobated, the ameful indecency of republifhing Ward's 
eblolete Errata, his objections to faults that had been long 
correéted; and he contends againft the very authors whom 
we fhould oppofe, for their intolerance againft us. 

Dr. O’Conor’s fecond Letter confifls chiefly of his own 
neceflary juftification from the calumnies circulated againft 
him by Milner and others, in confequence of his firft 

* ; Letter. 
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Letter. The Hiforical Addrefi abounds in ecclefiaftical 
learning, applied to the hiftory of what he calls Uliramon. 
tani/m in Ireland, that is the influence and encroachments of 
the papal power. Here alfo we meet with a document, 
very important to us, which proves, what we have always 
ftrongly felt, with what caution our Government ought al- 
Ways to receive the declarations and promiles of the liberal 
Catholics, gentry, and others, which, however fincere in 
them (as we firmly believe they are) are always liable to be 
rejected, condemned, and even punifhed, by the bigoted 
exertions of thofe who are devoted to papal influence, - In 
the vear 1662, a paper called the Irifh Remonftrarice was 
figned by a molt refpectable number of the Nobility, Gentry, 
and Clergy of Ireland, st temporal allegtance, and 
nothing more, direétly or indirectly, to the Government 3 
declaring that ‘* they would bear true allegiance to their 
Jawful King, and defend him with their lives and fortunes, 
and to the utmoft of their power, againft all his enemies.” 
Yet were thefe perfons excommunicated by the Pope for fo 
doing, and the perfons fo excommunicated were never abe 
folved from that fentence, but on condition of their fuba 
mitting to corperal chaftifement, and that of the moft ignomi- 
nious defeription!!!"" Hilt. Addr. p. 101, The fubfcribers 
to this Remonflrance, fo rigoroufly punifhed, amounted to 
69 of the Clergy, five Earls, fix Vifcounts, two Barons, 
24 Colonels and Baronets, and 60 Efquires and Gentlemen, 
We mutt be fure then, that foreign influence is fairly and 
honeftly renounced, before it can be fafe to confide even in the 
fincere declarations of thofe who mean beft towards us. If 
the good fenfe, learping, and candour of Dr. O'Conor fhould 
fo far prevail as ultimately to eltablifh Ais principles in Ire- 
land, even we fhould then have avery diminifhed appre~ 
henfion of any thing that could be done in favour of hig 
Church; but when the Irifh papal Bifhops declare, without 
neceffity, that they approve of all the proceedings of Pope 
Pius VII. in crowning Bonaparte, eftablifhing his Concer. 
datum, &c. we cannot but feel that the time is not yet 
come for beftowing full power upon fuch an hierarchy. 

Dr. O’Conor is oe: but not unjuftly, fevere 
againft thé Bifhop of Caflabala, Dr. Milner, for his pre- 
fumptuous ignorance in ecclefiaftical hiftory, his miraculous 
book, as he terms it, on St. Winifred’s well, and other dee 
linguencies; particularly his falfe affertions refpeéting this 
author himfelf. It remains to be proved whether the 
Irifh Romanifts in general will adhere to the doétrines of 
Columbanus, fapported by - whole tenor of hiftory ; “ m 

. 8 thoie 
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thofe of Milner, fupported only by bigotry’ and intem- 
perance ; and on this decifion much muft of neceflity de- 
pend, with refpect to future arrangements in favour of that 
great body. 


so — 





. > 


Arr. X. Praéical Sermons. By Abraham Rees, D.D. 
F.R.S. Editor of the New Cyclopedia, 2 Vols. 8vo. 
Longman and Co. 1809. 


THE term prad?ical, applied to fermons, implies two 
things; firft, that they chiefly relate to the duties of life 

and the precepts of the Gofpel; (this is what it is intended 
to exprels pr/itively;) but it is, we believe, conftantly ufed 
to exprefs negatively, that doétrines are excluded; and that 
we are not to expeét any thing that may be confidered in the 
light of any elucidation or even difcuffion of do€trinal 
topics. When we faw Dr. Rees’s name in the title-page, 
we muft confefs we could have wifhed to have feen no fuch 
exclufive title attached to his difcourfes.. Dr. R. is unquettion- 
ably a man of talent and abilities, accompanied by much 
knowledge, and we are confident might have publifhed fer- 
mons much more interefling to the world in general, and much 
more deferving of public notice, than thofe contained in the 
volumes now before us. In faying which, fo far from with. 
mg to depreciate what he has nee ~ proper to publifh, we 
mean exprefsly to do otherwife. We mean to fay, what is 
true, that as Dr. R. is capable of higher things, we heartily 
with that thefe fermons were not fo exclufively praétical, as 
to amount to mere moral effays, feldom animated enough to 
excite the fimalleit {park of religious fervour. As moral ellays 
they are indeed unexceptionable; the language is pure, chalte, 
and correct; and as a fyflem of Chriftian ethics, every 
reader may perule them with advantage and pleafure: but 
uf the Doétor really had audiences capable of liftening pa- 
tiently to the whole of any one of thefe prigted difcourfes, (the 
firft and fecond perhaps excepted,) we muft declare that he 
has aright to boaft much of his powers of fixing the attention 
of a mixed affembly. Weare not among thole who would 
banifh morality from the pulpit. It is in all its branches a 
fit fubject, in our wih hal for the Chriftian preacher, 
we would fay, for the evangelical preacher. We are confi- 
dent, that the commands and precepts both of the Law 
and the Gofpel are ftill binding upon us, and however 
wen may differ in their fentiments refpefling the con- 
‘ne€tion 
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neCtion between faith and works, we feel affured that 
they ought to be generally regarded as fo infeparable, that 
upon true Chriftian principles, the one fhould never be 
preached in exclufion of the other, nor fufpected of being 
' fo preached, without the ftrongeft proofs to the contrary. 
Practical fermons, therefore, may, according to our eftima. 
tion of matters, be fo conducted as to be ftri&tly evangelical, 
but undoubtedly more or lefs fo, as the morality they con- 
tain fhall appear to be founded on principles exclufively 
-Chriftian. hile, then, we are willing ourfelves to give 
Dr. R. credit for the evangelical charaéter of the morality 
inculcated in thefe volumes, we cannot help being aware, that 
to many minds they will appear to have too perl, ey a 
caft, and to be more fuited to the profeflional chair than the 
Chriftian pulpit. In fa€&, Dr. Rees appears to us to have 
done himfelf an injuftice. Had he employed his time more in 
the illuftration of Scripture, he appears to be fo competent to 
do it with effeét, that we are serfuaded his books would have 
been much more eagerly read, and the world would have 
been better fatisfied. We judge fo, from the relief we have 
occafionally felt whenever any thing like illuftration has oc- 
curred, as, for inflance, in the xth Difc. Vol. i. where he 
treats of St. Paul’s allufion to the Olympic Games, which 
is not only an interefting difcourfe in itfelf, but the ftyle 
throughout appears more animated, as though the Doétor 
himfelf felt the relief we fpeak of, in not having merely to 
heap argument upon argument in fupport of fome one moral 
precept. 

The two firft fermons of vol. i. are alfo much more in- 
terefling than moft that follow, as being fomething more than 
pragical, In the former of the two he confiders ‘ the ac- 
complifhment of prophecy in the circumftances wie 7 
the introdudtion and progrefs of Chriflianiuy,”’ from Lfaia 
Ix. 22. and in the latter, the evidence to be deduced from 
the ‘* obfervance of the Sabbath, as a permanent memorial of 
the truth of Chriftianity.” In the firlt, there is an excel- 
lent fketch given of the hiftory of the progrefs of the Gof- 

el; and in the fecond, the argument is admirably handled, 
and the truth of the Refurre&tion, and confeduently of the 
Gofpel, in our ‘eftimation, plainly demonftrated from the 
changé of the Jewith fabbath ; the drift of the argument 
being, that our Lord’s firft Difciples and Apoftles would 
never have thought of, or acceded to, an inftitution which 
fuperfeded the obligation of the ancient Jewifh fabbath, but 
to commemorate the Refurreétion, the reafon alledged and 
acknowledged. This difcourfe is excellent, and we think 


the Do&or has very ably eftablifhed his point. 
: Ss2 oe 
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** Let any one,’’ fays he, ‘* impartially confider thefe fa€ts, 
and he cannot hefitate in acknowledging the reality and impor. 
tance of the Re/urreGion of Chrift, as the only event in the hiftory 
of the world that can fatisfaftorily account for fo fignal a revo. 
lution in the fentiments and praétice of mankind.”’ 


The text to this fermon is Aéts xx. 7. * Artd ‘upon 
the firft day of the week, when the difciples came together 
to break bread, Paul preached unto them.”—The conclufion 
of the difcourfe is direéted againft thofe who are difpofed to 
regard the fabbath as not of Chriftian obligation, and it is ably 
contended, that it is fo marked by the change alluded to, 
as an efpecial “ tribute of refpe&t to the office and cha- 
racter of Chrift,” as to be ** an argument in favour of the 
focial worfhip of the day, which cannot lefs than influence 
thofe who have not renounced their faith in the Saviour.””— 
In our opinion, it is an argument for the Divinity of Chrift; 
fince, if he were lefs than God, it would be firange to put 
his refurre€tion in the place of God’s Sabbath. 

In the xith fermon, Vol. 1. entitled ** a Prefervative againft 
miftakes with regard to the Nature and Efficacy of Repent- 
ance,” there are fome excellent remarks. From this dif- 
courfe we ca:not forbear making the following extraéts. 


«© Repentance, or what has been fo called, is fometimes the 
mere emotion of the animal feelings and paffions, produced by the 
operation of mechanical caufes, and fubfiding almoft as fuddenly 
as it was excited, without any permanent effect either on the 
judgment or the conduct. By this kind of repentance fome 
perfons have been deluded. They have called it converfion, and 
they have fuppofed it to be an inftantaneous a&, proceeding from 
the irrefiftible influence of divine grace, and transforming the 
vileft finners into faints, and evincing their title through 
faith in the merits of the Redeemer to pardoning mercy and 
everlafting falvation.”’ ** We fhould be apt to imagine, from 
adverting to the language of fome of the moft popular preachers, 
that all finners are alike in the divine eftimation ; and that the 
moft culpable and moft profligate are the moft likely to obtain 
mercy ; and that finners of any clafs, who repent, are more ac. 
ceptable to God, than the unoffending and virtuous. No notions, 
whatever fanction they may have received from the delufion of 
enthufiafm, can be more erroneous or more pernicious,”’ 
«¢ Far be it from me to difcourage the hope of any true penitent! 
and yet it is neceffary to guard againft the pernicious effects of 
miftaken notions on this fubjeét. The parable of the Prodigal 
Son has led fome perfons to imagine, that God is better pleafed 
with the return of finners to their duty, after having long neg. 
Jefted it, than with the continued obedience of thofe who have 
never offended. ‘This crroncous principle has gee the 


prefumption 
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prefumption of tranfgreffors; flattered them with vain and de. 
luftve hopes ; induced them to defer repentance to an uncertain 
futurity ; and at the clofe of a mifpent life infpired them with a 
fallacious confidence in the divine mercy and favour, conceiving 
that their charaéter and ftate depend merely on their penitence, 
and that they fhall be equally acceptable in the fight of God 
with thofe who have devoted their lives to his fervice.—Res 
pentance in their creed is the whole of rcligious virtue; this 
they fuppofe will produce an inftantaneous and entire change in 
their difpofition and chara¢ter: and when danger is inevitable, 
this will be a fafe refuge.to which they may recur.”’ “* The 
repentance which God will accept, and which will ultimately 
avail to the happinefs of mankind, derives its value and ufe from 
the fentiments in which it originates, and from the- real, vifible 
and permanent change which it produces in their temper and 
conduct.” 
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Thefe remarks are certainly very fenfible and judicious. 
We were much pleafed alfo with many paffages in the 23d 
fermon, vol. i. in which * febriety of mind is recommended 
to young perfons.”” Such a change of late has taken place 
in the early education, and confequently in the charafters-and 
manners, of the ) ounger members of fociety, that we would 
earneftly with this difcourfe to be caretully perufed and 
confidered. We could make many extraéts from it, if our 
limits admitted of it. 

In the 2d volume we have been moft pleafed with the ivth 
difcourfe on.** the Viétory of Faith,’’ and the vth on ** the 
credibility of a future Life,’’ (though undoubtedly many 
will think that both thefe topics might have been handled 
more evangelically} with the vith difcourfe, on ‘‘ the Vice 
tory over Death,” the xth noticed before, the x1ith on 
“« the Principles of Chriftian Fortitude and a cay kp 
the x111th on “ the Nature and Benefits of Chriftian Zeal ;” 
and the xvth “ a Caution againft Flattery.” Inthe xxth 
difcourfe, we were happy to find Dr. Rees expreffing him- 
felf ftropgly againft materialifm, the more efpecially, as we 
had been led to think, from fome articles in the Cyclopedia, 
that Dr. Priefiley ftood high in his eftimation, if not as a 
divine, yet certainly as a philofopher, The learned author 
thus delivers his opinion. 


‘© It is needlefs now to enter into any difcuflion concerning 
the nature of the human foul, Whilft others, however, ftrenue 
eufly contend that it is no diftinét principle of the human frame; 
that it refults from a peculiar organization of matter; and that 
the do@trine af the foul has been the fource of many errors among 


‘ S33 philofophers 


payee ree Sen en Laie... ech ae amet mm 
hop ORR Senay ake ME naa Re AR TS em ae 






j 
i3 
'E 

i 

. 
A] 
if 


coe eg tig: i nae ~<a 
am x ee: 
oe 


nerrovene tm bt Mpa ook 


biwins ieem 
ena 


Eee es 


eK a aia 
este - = i Fame 
mn se ngs le 8 ee eee ae 








ll ee eee er ee 








a 











622 Rees’s ‘Praélical Sermons. 


philofophers and divines ; we may be allowed to fay, that thefe 
affertions are much more eafily made than proved; and that both 
reafon and Scripture feem to furnifh-very decifive and fatisfatory 
evidence in favour of the doétrine, which fome confider as almof 
antiquated, and which it is very fahhionable to exclude. To 
me, indeed, the exiftence of fpirit is as eafily conceivable as that 
of matter: and we might as readily difpenfe with the one ‘as the 
other. Both are known alike, merely by their properties; their 
properties are equally difcernible, and they feem to be perfeétly 
difting&t, and indeed iucompatible with each other. ‘That the 
thinking principle fhould be material, is, I confefs, a dogma iu 
philofophy which furpafles my comprehenfion. That thought, 
and will and confcioufnefs fhould be properties of matter, which 
isan inert, ina¢tive and divifible mafs, itfelf incapable of begin. 
ning, continuing or changing motion; and that any modification 
or refinement of matter fhould produce mental powers and exer, 
cifes, are propofitions, which, however allowed by others, 
cannot command my affent. Of the exiftence of gne Spirit, the 
fource of all being, fpiritual or material, and of his aétion qn 
matter, without any common properties, we are all convinced ; 
and whilft we allow the Deity to be immaterial, many of the 
difficulties that attend the doétrine of a feparate f{pirit in man are 
capable of being fatisfactorily refolved.’’ | 7 


In all this we perfeétly agree with Dr. Rees. 

As thefe fermons have already been two years in the 
hands of the public, we need not enlarge our review of 
them. The reputation of Dr. Rees for learning and inge- 
nuity is eftablifhed; and though we are forry to fay he is 
not a member of the National Church, he is, as a Diffenter, 
highly entitled to our refpeét. We fhould do him great in- 
juftice if we did not as liberally allow 4zm to differ trom us, 
as, from the whole tenor of his difcourfes, he feems willing 
to allow others to difler from him. At the end of the fecond 
volume is an Addrefs, delivered Sept. 5, 1808, on occafion 
of laying the firft ftone of the Old Jewry Chapel, in Jewin- 
ftreet, in which the Doétor very becomingly {peaks of the 
moderation of the prefent times, and the tolerant and indul. 
gent f{pirit of the Government under which he lives. 


‘* Having taken,’ fays the Dottor, ** a retrofpett of times 
that were unfavourable to the principles which we confcientioufly 
maintain and profefs, we ought to reflect with gratitude that we 
live in ahappier period; under a Government that protects our 
religion and ou liberty, and that guards our perfons and pro. 
perty, in the exercife of our religious profeffion, from the affaults 
and depredations of mifguided zeal and unreftrained violence.”’— 
** Inftead therefore of erecting our places of worfhip in holes and 
corners, inconvenient and difficult of accefs, as our forefathers 


were 
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were obliged todo, and of fheltering them from public view, 
we may now prefent a modeft and oltenfible front to the paffin 
&tranger: nor will it be thought a difgrace to frequent thofe 
afflemblies, formerly denominated conventicles, which are now 
legally eftablifhed, and fanétioned by the apprebation and coun. 
tenance of an enlightened public.’’———- Here, therefore, we 
hope to affemble under the public eye: with that vifible refpea, 
which is due to the laws and Government that prote¢t us.”” 


Thefe remarks are very creditable to Dr. Rees, and 
-though we mult be allowed flill to with that he could fee 
fome things ina different light, (the aétual extent of his 
diffents from the tenets of the Eftablifhed Church being all 
the while not clearly underftood by us,) we moft willingly 
give him credit for his fincerity, and would not be fufpeéted 
of an inclination to withhold any praife that may be due to 
his eminence, as a very learned and diftinguifhed contempo- 
rary, and alfo as a very able writer. 





in 


BRITISH CATALOGUE. 
POETRY. 


Art. 11. Sacred Meditations and devotional Hymns, with fome 
Effays in Profe, compofed on various Occafious of Life, and publifbed 
Jor the Ufe of the Intelligent Mind in its Serious Moments, By a 
Layman. 1zmo. 6s. Murray, 1811. 


A very pleafing and interefting volume, breathing the fpirit of 
true piety, and folid good fenfe, without verging in the f{malleft 
degree towards fuperftition or fanaticifm, They who retire, as we 
doubt not many of our readers often do, for the purpofe and the 
benefit of fecret prayer and filent meditation, will find a ufeful 
and agreeable companion in this publication, We infert one of 
the poetical pieces. — 

¢ RELIGION COMPATIBLE WITH THE HAPPINESS OF LIFE.’* 

‘¢ Religion fings no gloomy tales, 
When virtue in the heart prevails. 
Her voice is then a feraph’s lay, 
That calls to rapture’s endlefs day. 
“¢ Religion interdi€ts no joy, 
But what would health and peace annoy ; 
Or difunite our focial ties} 
Or cloud opr profpeéts of the tkigs., 
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*€ She afks a corner of our heart, 
But lets earth fhare its needful part, 
She loves not fad exclufive cells ; 
But {miles wherever reafon dwells. 


¢¢ Her monarchy is o’er the mind ; 
Her fubjects are all human kind ; 

To all her temple fpreads its gates; 
For all her heavenly treafure waits. 


$¢ The feaman, wet with fleet and rain, 
While watching o’er the midnight main, 


May, as the waves around him roar, 
With filent gaze his God adore. 


«© The hufbandman, who breathes the dawn, 
While ftriding through the dewy lawn, 

Or bending o’er the healthful plough, 

His humble mind to heaven may bow, 


§* The fon of trade may ftill purfue 
His ufeful toil with upright view ; 
¥et blefs at times with grateful mind, 
The benefa€tor of mankind. 


s¢ All ranks their feveral tafks may tend, 
Yet ftill keep nature’s Lord their friend ; 
If the pure heart and pious thought, 
The tribute to his will be brought. 


§* With mind unfinning and ferene, - 
Thus may we pafs the prefent fcene 3 
Enjoy the fweeteft fruits of time, 
And feel our nature more fublime. 


$* But when thefe fkies fhall roll away, 
And heaven difclofe its glorious day, 
How will the deathlefs mind rejoice, 
And triumph in Religion's voice ! 


$* ‘Then while fhe calls, her flrains obey ; 

This is her kind accepted day. 

Her claims accredit, and affume 

Thofe habits which will blefs the tomb,’’ P. 28. 


Art. 12. The Patriot’s Vifion; @ Poem. To which is added, a 
Monody on the Death of the late Right Hon. Charles James Fox, 


40. 


2s. 6d, Gale and Curtis. 1810. 


This gentleman, for he is no extraordinary poet, feems to be 
very angry that the fiftieth anniverfary of our gracious Sovereign's 
acceflion to the throne fhould be celebrated as a day of feftivity 
and rejoicing. He is alfo very fevere, or has the intention of 
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‘being fo, upon the commendations now fo univerfa!ly, and we 
believe fo juftly, paid to the military talents of Lord Welling. 
ton. ‘The peroration of the whole is a Monody, rather out of 
‘time and place, on the death of Mr. Fox, fartly, as it is with 
fome modefty ftated, in imitation of Milton’s Lycidas. This 
latter part is, however, the beft of the poem, and has fome 
lives which are {pirited and not unmelodious. We certainly do 
not with this gentleman in his political prejudices, nor think 
Mr. Fox | . 
“6 The angel minifter of Britain’s fate.”’ 


Bet we by no means mean to affirm, that this poem does not exhi. 


bit ome indications of talents, though certainly, as we before - 


obferved, not of the moft-exalted order. 


Art. 13. The Adventures of Ulyffis, or the Return to Ithaca: A 
Clafical Drama from Homer, By Mr. Fames Mendham, jue. 
Svo. 3s. Sherwood. 1811. 


The principal incidents in the life and chara&ter of Ulyffes are 
taken from Homer, and exhibited in this poem in a dramatic form. 
Perhaps no very great poetical powers ate apparent, but the nar- 
rative is agreeably detailed, and fome pleafing fongs are intro. 
duced. The author will, from the modefty which is obvious in 
his dedication and advertifement, be fatisfied with the above 
commendation ; .at leaft we hope he will, for we cannot confcien. 
tioufly afford him any more. 


Arr. 14. A Sele@ion of Pfalms and Hymus for Unitarian Wore 
. foip. By Robert Ajpland. 12m0. 397 p. Johnfon, 181o, 


Mr. Afpland muft allow us to criticize the title of his book. 
Hymns for Unitarian worhhip muft be held, we apprehend, to 
imply, that. they will not ferve for Trinitarian worfhip, or at 
leait are fo felefted as to exclude /uch dofrines. As Trinitarians, 
however, we beg leave to put in our claim to by far the greater 
number of pfalms and hymns which appear in this collection; 
nor do we by any means object to thofe that are otherwife 
derived, : 
Mr. Afpland is very fevere in his introduétion upon our 
co-adjutor Mr. E. Nares, of Biddenden, Kent, (we will not call 
him the reverend, for we know that title to be very obnoxious to 
Mr. Afpland) ; his feverity, however, we will venture to, fay, 
is mifplaced. Mr. E. N. is no bigot, nor in his work, to 
which Mr. A. alludes, do we difcover any thing that tends tq 
reftrain his opponents in the free exercife of their opinions. 

His works are defenfive, and by no means intended to be other. 
wife. But we think we have difcovered one mitiake into which 
she may have fallen. It ig poffible that in his introduction ro the 


Remarks on the Iaproved Verfion publihed in April, 1810, he my 
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mifapprehended Mr. Afpland’s meaning, when he (Mr, A.} 
profeffes to publith (by felection from Trinitarian writers)“ hymns 
of fuch moderate length as to preclude the neceflity of pafting over 
pariscular verfes.’” Poflibly Mr. A. meant, that he fhould confine 
his felection to the /Zort and uxebjeGionable hymns of thofe authors ; 
but Mr. E. N. feems to have fuppofed that-he intended to /ay, 
he fhould curtail the hymns, by om/ffon of particular verfes in the 
felefion ; fo that what were originally long, he would reduce to 
moderate dimenfions, for the ufe of Uvzitarians ; and perhaps, 
feeing things in this light, he felt as jealous of fech Unitarian 
curtailments as Mr. Afpland would be of any Trinitarian ixfertions. ~ 
We have been careful to examine matters with this view, and 
muft declare that, though in may inftances Mr. Afpland has 
merely tranfcribed, what Trinitarian writers had written and - 
publifhed, and has ventured upon no improper curtailment ;_ yet 
we muft as pofitively declare, that we haye found fevera} in- 
tances of fuch omifffons and curtailments as Mr. E.N. fufpected, 
and fuch as are not ftrictly fair, One inftanee will fhow our 
meaning as well as a thoufand. 

In the 326th hymn of Mr. Afpland, p. 251, a ftanza is 
omitted to the following effect : : 


se {efas, my God, 1 know his Name, 
dis Name is all my troft, 

Nor will He put my foul to fhame, 
Nor Iet my hope be loft,’’ 


As Dr. Watts’s hymn in the original, confifts only of four 
ftanzas, it could not be too doxg.—Many of Mr. Afpland’s 
feleCtion extend to five ftanzas or more. Now let us but fyp- 
ne that the sree ftanzas /elefed and publithed by Mr. Afpland, 
‘had been originally an Unitarian production, and that for the 
purpofes of his own warthip, fome Anti-Unitarian had chofen to 
jufert the difcarded verfes of ‘\Watts—would Mr, A. venture 
to affert that fuch proceedings were fair and ingenuous? Omiffiax 
on one fide, is {prely equivalent to infertion on the other, and 
there we wifh to leave the queftion. 

Of the foul and ungentlemanly language applied to Mr. E. N., 
Mr. A. muft be prepared to bear the fhame, fhould his book 
happen to fali into the hands of thofe who know any thing of 
common forms of courtefy and good manners; of which, we have 
reafon to fufpect, that he himfelf is grofsly ignorant. 


Art. 15. Aa Univerfty Prize Poem on his Majcfly King George 
IIT. having compleated the Fiftieth Year of bis Reign. 
Nicholas Jobn Halpin, T.C.D. i2mo. 2s. 6d, Harding. 
1811. 


What might be the number or merits of the competitors for 


the prize which was afligned to this poem, we cannot fay ; it ee 
7 tain Y 





British CaTALocveE. Poetry. 627 


tainly cannot boaft of any very exalted pretenfions ag a poctical 
gompofition, The laft is one of the beft ftanzas, 


** Oh Thou whofe awful voice fupreme 
From fhapelefs chaos called this globe, 
At whofe command the folar beam 
Invefted earth as with a robe ; 
To Thee a grateful nation prays, 
Imploriag health and lengthen’d days 
- For Georer, the glories of whofe fway 
In one effulgent flood combine 
To form a {plendor—bright—divine, 
BritanniA’s ftar-pav’d milky way, 
And may that fun, whofe rays of gold 
For HALF A CENTURY have roll’d 
O’er Brunfwick’s regal head, 
Long fhow to Europe’s wond’ ring eyes 
A King fo favour’d of the ties, 
Whofe glories from his virtues rife, 
And with his virtues fpread.”’ 


Art. 16. The Age; a Poem: moral, political, and metaphyfical. 
With illuftrative Annotations, In ten Books, 8vo. 316 pp. 
7s. 6d. Vernor and Hood, 1810. , 


Whatever the prefent age may be, the author of this poem wil] 
find, we apprehend, that it is not an age to read a long and 
metaphyfical compofition like the prefent, in which the morality 
is obtrufive, and the fatire weak. In a note, towards the end, the 

t mentions the author of Hudibras, whofe ftyle he tells us he 
‘© has imitated in a former part of the work, though ip that and 
other portions it has been avoided.’’ P, 305. We have lon 


>: 


been intimately converfant with the flyle of Butler, but confefs” 


ourfelves unable to find the intended refemblarice in any part of 
this poem. Ten books of a very flight delineation of the Age, 
written in the verfe, but without the vigour or wit of Hudibras, 
form a dofe too heavy even for the digeftion of a critic. But, 
Jeft we fhould feem to do any injuftice to the poet, let us intro. 
duce a paflage, which ftrikes us as one of the beft. © 


«¢ Amid’ fubftantial feafts of joy 

The greedy fenfe at length mutt cloy, 

And ftruggles like a truant child 

To roam o’er fancy’s boundlefs wild. 

Then buftling all we hafte away 

‘To gain a ftation at The Play; 

Tho’ not in flighteft manner knowing 

What ’tis to look at we are going 

Or if to balk in Thalia’s [ Thalia] leer, 

Or melt beneath her fifter’s tear. - 
- 8 e 
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We merely eare for fcenes in which 

The °° /peacle is got up rich,’ 

With gold and filver kings and queens, 

Spectres, and elephants, machines ; 

Defcending goddeffes in air, ‘ 
And demons rifing here and there : 
The three eftates together meeting, 

Gods, mortals, and infernals greeting; 

And on our terra firma met 

A half-way houfe commodious fet. 

Oh nature! to thy purpofe true 

Like birds returning whence you flew ; 

Thy offspring ftill can pleafure find 

In what amus’d the infant mind ; 

When from the fhell efcap’d, the eye 

Eager in puppet fhows could pry ; 

Or peep more curious like young foxes 

Into the myft’ries of fhow boxes : 

Bleft fymptoms! in which ftill we fee 

Remains of fweet fimplicity.”” P. 73.. 


There is a note on this pafflage, which we omit, as it confifts 
chiefly of a trite quotation from Horace; but the following paf- 
fage of it, being fomewhat better, and indeed livelier than the 
notes in general, we infert it, on the fame principle on which 
we produced the poetical paflage. 

“¢ It is aftonifhing, that fome of our lawyers who have lately 
found certain things to be criminal, which were formerly unknown 
under that character, have not difcovered what a {plendid action 
could be brought under the title of Ear verfus Eye. We mean, 
for the recovery of damages fuftained by the plaintiff, through 
the rapacity of the defendant, in depriving him of his ufual rights 
and privileges; and if a man can now obtain ten thoufand pounds 
for the feduttion of his wife, that he was puzzling his wits how 
to get rid of before, we can fcarcely doubt, but that the plaintiff, 
Mr. Ear, would recover under the dire@ion of bis Lordfbip, a fam 
equal to the national debt againft the defendant, Eye ; and which, 
as he could not pay, would afford the gratification of incarcerating 
the fellew for life. At any rate, if the plaintiff could prove his 
cafe, he would, by his difappointment at the Theatre, recover at 
leaft one filling damages, which would carry cofts; as the de. 
fendant would certainly plead in juftification, So that the chief 
end of the action would be fecured.”” P. 74, 

In this humble attempt at wit, we fee reafon to fuppofe that 
the author is either a lawyer, or what lawyers will fay is very 
different, a juftice of peace. That he would not get a ver- 
dict in Apollo’s court, we think very clear, His politics we ade 
mire ftill lefs than his poetry, | 


Art, 
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Art. 17. Spanifh Eclogues, including an Elegy on the Death of 


the Marquis de la Romana, with other Pieces, By Hifpanicus. 
8vo. 18. 6d. Allen, 1811, 


We are very glad not to have overlooked this honourable tri. 
bute to the heroes and patriots of Spain. The lines are fpirited 
and harmonious, and p 2 author probably has written, and yet 
more probably will write, ftill better things, 

The Eclogues feem formed on the model of Collins, and for 
this fort of compofition, better could not poffibly be taken. The 
’ firft opens thus: ' 


«* O’er waited plains, where Ebro’s rapid flood 
Rolls its red current, ftain’d with native blood, 
Where once the olive rear’d its verdant head, 

And loaded fig-trees grateful fhadows fpread ; ~ 
Where the bright orange bloom’d in native pride, 
And grapes hung cluftring from the chefnut’s fide ; 
Where once the lime, by genial breezes fann’d, 
Diffus’d perfumes around the fmiling land ; 

Where laurel groves with myrtles twin’d their green, 
And conftant verdure frefhen’d all the fcene; 

But ah how vain! for lo, a {poiler’s hand 

Loofed his vile bloodhounds on the lovely land. 
Swift at his word thefe greves were torn away, 
And all thefe charms became a fpoiler’s prey. 

Where once they bloom’d, lie featter’d all around 
The bones of heroes blanching on the ground,” &e, 


The third Eclogue, réprefenting the parting of a lover from 
his miftrefs, and called Fernandez and Ifabella, is very pathetic 
and interefting, which alfo may be faid of the Elegy on the 
Marquis De la Romana, which concludes the pamphlet, for 
though promifed in the title-page, there are no “ other pieces,’® 
at leaft in our copy. 


Art. 18. The Congueft of Canaan, a featonian Prize Poem. By 
George Pryme, Efg. M.A. Felliw of Trinity College, Cambridge. 
4to. 23, 6d. Cadell and Davies. 1810. 


This is a very refpeétable compofition, in blank verfe. There 
will be found in it much correét tafte and occafional vigour. We 
almoft wonder that fo beaten a fubje&t fhould be propofed. ‘The 
following animated apoftrophe concludes the poem, 


«© J]l.fated race—a name alone remains 

Of all thy dread magnificence and ftrength. 

To thee no home, no native country fpreads 

Her proud endearments, gives and claims alike 
Proteétion: but through every various clime — 
Difperfed thou long muft roam, a race profcribed 
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For fcorn to point at, and relentlefs power 

To harafs with her perfecuting ore a . 

While barbarous hordes poffefs thy much-lov’d feats, 
And Salem, fitting in the palm.tree fhade \ 
Difconfolate, laments her flow decay. 
Ages on ages roll away, and ftill 
Thy bitter cup of mifery is full; | 
Still muft thou drain the unexhaufted draught, 
And ftill it mantles to thy pallid lips.” 


Among the various poems which we have feen on the feregoing 
fubject, the Conqueft of Canaan by Dr. Dwight, printed at 
Hartford in America, feems moft deferving of attention, It has 
been reprinted in this country, by Johnfon. 


Art. 19. The Influences of Senfibility, a Poem, in three Parts, 
8vo. 64 pp. Mawman. 1810, 


This author, whom we conjecture to be young, fhould read 
more before he undertakes to publifh compofitions of this length. 
Not that he feems to be deficient in natural powers, but becaufe 
thofe powers do not feem to have yet had fufficient cultivation, In 
his preface he acknowledges that, before his poem was completely 
printed, he found himfelf anticipated in his fubjeét by two prior 
writers. The one of thefe is obfcure enough, but the other de- 
ferved to be known, being no lefs an author than Mrs. H. More. 
Toher, indeed, he pays a due tribute of commendation; but he 
does not feem to feel, as he ought, that his own poem is too 
inferior to be offered after that which fhe produced on ‘ Senfi- 
bility.”” More ftudy would have prevented all thefe miftakes, 
and we recommend it, becaufe the author feems to have talents 
which may improve by application. Having faid thus much, we 
would willingly quote fome of his beft verfes. Perhaps thefe 
may deferve that character. 


*¢ Hail Friendthip ! fource of undiffembled praife, 

To thee the Mufe her cordial tribute pays ; 

Thoo milder light of life, whofe genial force 

From Love’s approaching orb derives its fource ; 

Oh never may diverfe opinions rend 

Thy tender tie, and fever friend from friend ; 

For why, without an error of the heart, 

Should uneffential trifles caufe to part ? 

Or anger oft with jealous hafte awake, 

Ere Candour’s {mile explain the rafh miftake?”’? P. 31, 


It is unneceffary to point out to any critical reader, that there 
are faults in thefe lines; but we could find none without. Per- 
haps, after all, the author had better take up fome other pur- 
fuit, 
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NOVELS. 


Arr. 20. The Miffonary, an Indian Tale. By Mifs Owenfony 
with a Portrait of the Author, in 3 Vels. Stockdale, 12mo. 
tl, ts. 1824. 


. No one will deny Mifs Owenfon the praife of a lively fancy, 
and moft prolific invention, but furely every reader muft agree, 
that this lady has ftill to cultivate the fober qualities of judgment, 
without which, alas! her produétions will pafs:in rapid fucceffion 
from the fhelves of the circulating library, te far lefs agreeable 
places and purpefes. ‘The ftory of this novel is fo outrageoufly 
romantic, fo beyond all bounds of confiftency and probability, 
fo very abfurd and prepofterous, as almoft to excite commiferatiog 
for the mind that could combine, or the hand which could write 
fuch a complication of extravagance. What does the reader think 
of a Cadet of a noble Portuguefe ome ge firft the gloom 

» thence emerging asa 
volunteer miffionary to the extreme: parts of India, to convert the 
Hindus to Chriftianity, What again does he think of this 
miffionary, who becoming enamoured of a female prieftefs, educated 
in all the fubtle and myfterious dogmas of her religion, infpires 
her with the tendér paflion to fuch an extreme, that he bears her 


from her friends, her idols and her country, that both narrowly 


efcape the fames of the inquifition at Goa ; and finally-——Bur, 
gentle reader, we are aw as we think that thou muft alfo,— 
To refer thee for more to the bg9ok itfelf, we cannot in honefty at. 
tempt ; but we ftill hope that time and reflection may mature and 
corre&t the abilities of this lively lady, and that the may @ill 
produce works which we may perufe with fatisfaction, and coofif. — 
ently with our duty recommend. 


Art. 21. The Loves of Celefiine and St. Aubert, a Romantic Tale, 
By Charles Philips, A.B. and Student of the Middle Temple, sith 
a Portrait of Author!!! 1zmoe, 2 vols. tos, 6d, 
Stockdale, 1811. 


This foolith, mifchievous, and flimfy production might per- 
haps have paffed without notice, but that we cannot help ex- 
prefling our furprife and concern, that a refpeCtable publither, for 
fuch we conceive Mr. Stockdale, of Pall Mall, to be, thould lend 
his name to fuch trafh and abfurdity. In the heroine, all decency 
ig grofly outraged, for fhe is reprefented as giving every thing to 


. her lover without even the ceremony of folicitation, and ¢ 


an impudent and fentimental appeal is made to ‘* heartlefs prodes 


‘ who vaunt of abftinence.’’ If any thing can increafe our con 


for fach ftuff, it is the confemmace vanity of this ftudent of the 
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Middle Temple, who has ftuck his portrait in the title page. 
Let us hope that a little experience of fpecial pleading, and the 
dry ftudy of Coke and Blackftone, will reftrain this young man’s 
intemperate effervefcences, and teach him modefty and difcretion. 


CHEMISTRY. 


Arr. 22. The Rudiments of Chemiftry ; illuftrated by Experiments, 
and Eight Copper-plate Engravings of Chemical Apparatus. By 
Samuel Parkes. Author of the Chemical Catechifm, ce. 12M0. 
294 pp. 58 Lackington, &c. 1810. 


The ingenious author of the ‘‘ Chemical Catechifm,’’? of which 
our lateft notice was at page 40: of our laft Number, gives the 
following account of his prefent book. ‘* He had often been 
requefted,’” he fays, ** to compofe an Elementary Treatife on 
Chemiftry, which, while it poffeffed the fimplicity and perfpie 
cuity at which he aimed, in compofing the Chemical Catechifm, 
might, by a reduction of its fize, be afforded at a. much lower 
price.’’ His plan, therefore, has been to accommodate the 
fyitem of that work to the purpofe, employing the fame divifion 
into thirteen chapters, printing the principal chemical fats in a 
larger type, and fupporting each by an experiment or experi- 
ments, which prove the truth of the affertion. ‘* This part of 
the plan,’’ fays the author, ‘‘ is the feature by which it differs 
principally from the Chemical Catechifm, where the experiments 
Rtand unconnected with the work ; in order that the ftudent might 
exercife his ingenuity and memory, to difcover the different 
laws of nature by which they are governed.” 

It is very evident, even from this fhort account, that the 
prefent work, being executed by a perfon proved and known to 
be well qualified for the tafk, muft be moft admirably adapted 
to the purpofes of inftruétion. It may be ufed either as an 
introduétion for ftudents, who may afterwards proceed with 
more advantage to the Chemical Catechifm; or, for thofe who 
have already ftudied that work, it may ferve as an excellent re. 
capitulation, for fixing the facts in their memory, and connecting 
them readily and clearly with the proofs from which they are de. 
duced. At the end is an alphabetical table of the terms now eme 
ployed in Chemiftry, with a fhort bat clear-explanation of + 
each, | 
A perfon poffeffed of a very moderate apparatus may go through 
this book, proving each faét by the evidence of his own fenfes, 
the moft delightful and effeCtual mode of inftru¢tion. After what 
we havehere faid, it can hardly be neceflary to add, that we ap. 
prove and recommend the book, 
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CATHOLIC QUESTION. 


Art. 23. The Veto. A Commentary on the Grenville Manifets. 


By Cornelius Keogh, Ejg. (Late of Mount Ferome, in Ireland.) 
A Catholic, and a Member of fome Literary Societies. 8v0. 
Sopp. 3s. 6d. Sherwood, Neely, and Jones. 18t0. 


This tra, which is chiefly diftinguifhed by violence of des 
clamation, may be found extremely well reviewed in Dr. 
O’Conor's firft Letter, figned Columbanus (p. 106), which we 
have noticed in a larger article. The following paflages from 
that Letter may excufe us from a more exact examination of the 
prefent tract. 

‘* Mr. Keogh may wonder, that what he comprehends fo 
clearly, namely, * that a Veto is repugnant to the Catholic faith,* 
is downright nonfenfe to every Catholic, who is acquainted with 
the dottrines of his own religion. He will reproach our poor 
intellects, no doubt, when he ought to blame the confufion of his 
own. In oppofition, however, to his wild affertion, that to 

rant a negative is to be guilty of a réligious recantation, I 
eave to refer him to the preceding pages of this letter. I re. 
gret as much as Mr. Keogh can, that the principles and practice 
of low cunning, mental refervation, and fervility, feem to be 
fo much attended to within the walls of Mayxooth. 1 quettion 
the authenticity even of the bulls of confecration, which are aid 
to have been received from Italy, for the confecration of Bifhops, 
within the laft tawo years, nifi_videro non credam ; and even though 
they were put into my hands, I fhould examine them with all t 
minutenefs of /u/peed diplomas. 

«© As I hold, that England and Ireland muft ever be united 
under one civil conftitution, I would rather cultivate and improve 
that union for the pro/perity and tranquillity of my country, than 
by commending the rebellion of inexperienced young men againft 
their lawful p Pan [at Maynooth] or by fpeculating on a 
future feparation of the two countries, to lay a foundation for the 
horrors of invafion,~and the implacable malice of civil and re. 
ligious war.’” P. 112. ; ; 

Unfortunately, the moderate doftrines of Dr. O'Conor are 
at prefent much lefs popular in Ireland, than the violent opi- 
nions of Mr. Keogh; and even the Romifh — of that 
country are more eager to eftablifh their own affu power of 
nominating their fuceeffors, than to regulate their church accord - 
ing to its own principles, as proved by the whole tenor of hiftory, 
While this is the cafe, the profpett of an accommodation will, we 
fear, be {mall. - 


Tt Aart; 
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PHILOSOPHY. 


+ 


Art. 24. Pradical and deferiptive Effays on the Economy of Fael, 
and Management of Heat. Effay I. In three Parts. Part le 
On the Effe&s of Heat, Means of meafuring it, Fuel, 3c. Part 
fl, Ou heating Mills, Dwelling, houfes, and Publie Buildirgs, 
by Steam. Part II], On Drying aud Heating by Steam. Ey 
Rebert/on Buchanan, Civil Engineer’ 8vo. 278 pp. 105. Ode 
Glafgow, printed ; London, Longman & Co. 1840. 


— Te is fafficient t6 obferve the topics enumerated in the title of 
this book, to be convinced of the importance of the difcuflion 
which it announces. ‘The book is the extenfton of a tratt pub- 
fifhed in 1807, and entitled, ‘* an Effay on the Warming of Mills 
and other Buildings by Steam.’’ Since that time, the author 
having collected mucn larger materials on other practical ap- 
plications of heat, determined, rightly in our opinion, to 
extend his plan to a feries of effays, fach as is here commenced. 
‘The following paffage of his preface will fhow {till more 
ftrongly the importance of his defign, to thofe*who may not at 
fAirft peroeive its whole bearing. 

‘© The advantages which this ifland enjoys over other coan. 
trics, from the abundance of coal, are too well known to reqliire 
to be here enumerated. But in many other things we nar 
ender much difadvantage, which fhould ftimulate us to cherifh 
this fuperiority which we enjoy over the nations on the Continent 
ef Europe. ‘The economy of fuel becomes a fubject of increafins 
importance, from the increafing price of labour, which woulc 
require exertion to counteract its effets on our commerce and 
manufactures. Every attempt, therefore, to fave fuel merits 
attention; and the fubje€& opens a wide and important field for 
tavettigation. 

** It is not the faving only of fucl which merits attention, but 
its fafe, eafy, and healthfal application to the various purpofes of 
life. 

‘* The recent deftruction by- fire, of St. James’s Palace, and 
of the two largeft theatres in the kingdom, has direéted much of 
the public attention to the rendering of buildings lef fubject -to 
fo dreadful a calamity. In this important refpeci, no means of 
heating buildings has yet been devifed, fo good as that by fteam, 
and from its novelty .none is yet fo partially known or underflood. 
{ have, therefore, been induced to make it the principal fubject of 
this Effay. P. vi. 

In another place the author fays, that he has attempted, in a 
fmall compafs, to bring into view all the practical knowledge 

‘which he could find on thefe fubjeéts ; and that he has endea~ 
voured to give a concife view of the late important chonee, 
o 
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of Profeffor Leftie, and others, we V8 heat. Thefe muft be 
€ 


univerfally allowed to be ufeful defigns, and the execution of 
them appears to us to be good, but as fuch a work admits not 
of abridgement, we muft tefer the reader to the book itféif for 
further fatisfa&tion. | 


ECCLESIASTICAL. 


Art.25. The State of the Eftablifoed Church; in a Series of 
Letters to the Right Hon, Spencer Perceval, Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Se. Se. Se. Svo, BSpp. 28. 6d. Richard. 
fon. 1809. | 


Till we had read this tra&t; we thought it rather wrong that 
we had fo long delayed to examine it; after the perufal, we res 
main perfectly convinced, that by paffing it overt entirely we 
 fhould have done neither injuftice to the author, nor injury to 
the public, When we fay, that it appears to be well-meant, we 
= the utmoft that we can in favour of the author; and we 
ay even that with fome doubt whether we do not, in fo faying, 
allow toomuch. The writer very rafhly takes for granted what 
he calls ‘* the decline’ of our Eftablifhed Religion, and having 
fo done, undertakes to point out the caufes, and to give his no. 
tions of the proper remedies; with a view, he fays, of * lendin 
his feeble aid to the fupport of an Eftablifhment in which he is 
publicly and individually interefted.’’ His aid is indeed a feeble 
one ; and what is worfe, it is joinéd with affertions which tend 
to injure the Church in a greater degree, than any thing which 
he propofes is likely to affift it. How wil the Clergy thank 
him for fuch falfe and Teandalous affertions as the following ? 
‘* I fear, Sir, that I am but too well juftified in afferting, that 
the majority of our Clergy are a fet of men wrapt up in fecular 
purfuits, with a total indifference to the fpiritual duties of theit 
calling.” P. 24. The majority! ‘That fome will deferve this 
defcription, among fo numerous a body, might be expected, and 
will not be denied ; but that one out of an hundred throughout 
the whole deferves fuch’ a charaéter is more than we have ever 
feen reafon to believe. ‘* Call you this backing your friends ?’* 

Another affertion of equal rafhnefs, though not equal, odiouf. 
nefs, is this: * Sorry am 1 to declare, that as far as my in. 
quiries have extended, I find that ecclefiaftical vifitations are 
mere forms, productive of very little good, but of much pofitive 
mifchief. 1 believe that they often confift but of three things : 
fee-paying, perjury, and feafting.”’ P. 37. Very candid and 
elegant! For tithes the author fpeaks fenfibly and juftly ; but 
why ? his conneétion ‘with the Church is, if we have not mif. 


faken his words, being @ /ay-impropriater of tithes. Hence he can 
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fee, what all ought to fee, that there can be no greater injuftice 
than the thought of feizing fuch property. 

On the whole, it is clear to us, that the Church has had few 
greater enemies than this pretended or ill-judging friend, whofe 
work ftrongly reminds us of an old adage : ‘* Heaven defend me 
from my friends, I will take eare of my enemies!’’ 


MEDICAL. 


Art. 26. A Letter on the Study of Medicine, and on the. Medical 
Character, addreffed to a Student. By Peter Reid, M. D. 12m0. 
59 pp. 2s. Murray, &c. 


This is a fenfible well-written letter ; and merits an attentive 
perufal, not by ftudents only, but by practitioners of every rank. 
‘The firft part treats of the mode in which medical ftudy thould be 
purfued, while in the latter pages the faults of the medical cha- 
rater are expofed. Asa fpecimen of the firft, the fubjoined ex. 
tract may fuffice. 

‘© There are many who think themfelves entitled to the claims 
of a liberal education, from having read a great many books, 
and punctually attended all the clafles, without ever confidering 
that, while the mind remains paffive, nothing valuable can be at- 
tained, They, therefore, often find when it is too late, that 
going over a certain quantity of print with their eyes, hearing 
lectures, and feeing caies, have impofed on them with a fpecious 
fhew of activity ; that all thefe are only the means of colleting 
the materials of knowledge, which, without being weighed and 
fifted by their judgment, only ferve to opprefs the memory, with- 
out enlightening the underftanding. ‘The mind muft be early 
opened, frequently exercifed, gradually habituated to enlarge its 
views, and to examine things in all their bearings, or it ne- 
ver will acquire that freedom and range, that readinefs and dex. 
terity, which alone cau qualify it to form a found judgment on 
whatever is fubmitted to its dectfion, and to profecute the ftudy of 
fcience with fuccefs, It is this chara&er of mind which alone . 
gives a liberal ftamp to our purfuits, and makes the dittin¢tion 
between a man of real fcience, and him Who blindly follows the 
routine practices of hisart.’? P. 18. 

Although we have fpoken thus favourably of Dr. Reid’s publi- 
cation, we do not concur in many of the obfervations in the latter 
part of the work, in which we think he has facrificed his judg. 
ment and his tafte, to a fatirical humor which is not warranted by 
facts. Ridicule, ill-timed and mifplaced, fhould cover the au- 
thor, not the objects, with fhame. How are we to reconcile 
fuch puerile ftuffas the following, with the found fenfe, and judi. 
cious advice contained in the firft part of the book ? On the fub- 
ject of medical practitioners, the author remarks, ‘* There are 

o° 


2 fome 











Bartish CatArocue. Politics. 637 


fome whom nature has favored with fuch a phyfical afpe&t; that 
you cannot look upon them without thinking of tartar-emetic, 
thefe men have only to whiftle on patients.” 

‘* There are certain gefticulations of the body which make a 
ftrong impreffion on many beholders, and are even fufpected to be 
connected with fome kind of incantation, by which afecret potency 
is communicated to every drug; and, I know a man who, by 
fucking his cheeks, made his patients believe that he was d 
immerfed in cogitation, when, to my certain knowledge, he had 
walked about the earth ina continued ftate of Somnambulifm from 
his birth, his brain being as little worn with refle@tion as a new 
born infant’s; but nature had given him a moft picturefque’ coun- 
tenance. We were very near lofing this worthy man about twenty 
years ago, as he was then threatened with a confumption, having 
aconftant pain in his breaft; this, however, was-relieved by a 
copious expectoration of putrid matter, which was fuppofed to 
be his heart diflolved into /aaies, as he never has had any pulfation 
in his breaft fince.’* P, 46, 


POLITICS. 


Art.27. A Concife View of the Conftitution of England. By 
George Cuftance. Dedicated by Permiffion to William Wilberforce, 
Efg. M. P. for the County of Yorks 12mo. 474 pp. 63-6 
Kiddermintter, printed ; London, Longman & Co. 1809. 


The author of this book evidently intends it as an intro- 
duétion for young perfons, to lead them towards an accurate 
knowbedge of the conftitution. The books principally employed 
by him in this compilation, are Blackftene’s Commentaries, De 
Lolme on the Englifh Conftitution, Burke on the French Revo- 
lution, and Hume’s Hiltory of Hngland, with Smellet’s continu. 
ation. He profeffes his obligations alfo to Burn’s Ecclefiaftical 
Law, Gibfon’s Code, Furneaux’s Letters to Blackftone, and 
other authors, whofe names he does not mention. 

We are happy to fay, in favour of the author, that he feems 
to have made a judicious and patriotic ufe of very found 
authorities, and we haye no hefitation in re his 
book to the ufé of fuch {chools as enter into ftudies of this kind ; 
ufeful undoubtedly to every Briton. The good fenfe with which 
be ridicules the abfurdity of a reprefentative being inftrufted by 
his conftitaents how to vote, gives a very favourable fpecimen 
of his judgment and principles. He fuppofes a member, fo 
fettered, after hearing a difficult queftion difcuffed, thus to addrefs 
the chair. 

‘© Mr, Speaker, I highly approve of the meafure now under 
confideration, having, been convinced by the learned arguments 
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T have juft heard, that it will be very falutary to the whole king. 
dom, and iu particular to: my own conftituents; I am forry, 
therefore, that I have their poftive infirufions to vote againft it ; 
the more fo, as I have no doubt that, had shey been here, and 
heard the debate, they would have directed me to /upport ‘the 
metion.”’ P, 74. 


Art. 28. A Review of the Condu& of the Allies, with Obfervations 
on a Peace with France. 8vo. Richardfon. 2s 6d. 1810. 


The reafoning of this political writer is fufficiently calm and 
temperate, but he affumes premifes which cannot be allowed. It 
is ufelefs at this period again to difcufs the treaties of Pavia and 
Pilnitz, on which fubjects we think very differently from this 
author. ‘The immediate queftion is, whether a fecure and honour. 
able peace can be attained with the prefent ruler of France. It ig 
the object of this pamphlet to affert the affirmative, but with what 
claim to attention can it be faid, that ‘* Buonaparte’s views are 
not direéted to thefe kingdoms ; he looks only at the Continent. 
His commercial enmity is but a temporary méafure, and never 
intended to be afted upon a permanent policy.’’? Thefe, indeed, 
are faid to have been the fentiments of Mr. Fox, but would Mr. 
Fox, if alive, make the fame affirmative now, or if he did, would 
any man of common fenfe believe him? 


DIVINITY. 


Art. 29. A Chriftian’s Survey of all the Primary Events and Pe- 
riods of the World, from the Commencement of Hiftory, to the Cons 
clufion of Prophecy. 12m0. 226pp. 7s. 6d. Milley. i814. 


It is quite impoflible for us to give a fuficient commendation 
of this little work, which, though anonymous, well deferves ta 
obtain a diftinguifhed name for its author. The clearnefs of its 
views, the diftinétnefs of its ftatements, the judicious and admirable 
ufe of various and moft found learning, the total abfence of all 
folly and fanaticifm, which have been fo frequently united with 
fpeculations on prophetical fubjects, all unite to place ity fhort 
as it is, very high above many modern efforts to interpret the 
of paft and prefent times. 

‘The author fees in the prefent French empire, not a fifth power, 
but. the little horn arifing out of the fourth ar Roman empire, 
‘¢ France,’? he fays, ** was always comprehended in, and contti. 
tuted an integral part of that impeRtaL body. The power of 
France, therefore, which has now fo fuddenly rifen up inta 
fupreme dominion, in the Chriftian church, although it affumes the 
title of EmriRe, can anly he regarded as a pyominent part of the 
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Last Bopy of Empire, that of Rome; and as it were growing: 
upon it, and out of it; and not as a diftinét and extraneous. 
power, as the chief powers of all the four great empires, were 
diftin@ and extraneous from each other.” P. 139. Far re. 
moved from the Vanity of attempting to prophely by the aid 
of the facred prophecies, this author interprets every thing 
future in fo general a way, as to leave to Providence its owa 
mode of fulfilment, without pretending to limit or afcertain toe 
exactly, what is to happen. 

We haften to notice this tract, and prefer giving it this fhort 
and vigorous commendation, to the attempt to analyze it more 
exattly in a longer article. Suffice it to fay, that the author 
is clear and learsed in his views of palt times, correét as to the 
prefent, and miodeft as to’ the futare, 


ART. 30 The Duties of Patrictifm coufiRent with Chrifianity. A 
Sermon. By Frqncis Skurray, B. D. Fellow of Lincoln College, 
Oxfird. 8vo. 39 pp. Hatchard. 1811. 


‘his Sermon was preach’d on the 28th of May, 1899, in the 
Church of Warminfter, by the author, as honorary Chaplain to a 
regiment of Local militia; (we prefume the sth regiment of 
Wiltfhire Local militia, commanded by Lord George Thynne, 
co whom, in conjunGion with the other oflicers it is inferibed), 
It is now publifhed as feafonable at this particular period, wher 
thofe military corps are re-aflembling, Mr. Skurray, whofe writ. 
ings we have before had occafion to notice and comitend *, has 
managed in this difcourfe, to notice, though in a moft curfory 
manner, many important points, of which he feems to us to.en. 
tertain fuch juft views, (that is, views fo conformable to our fen. 
timents and feelings,) that we are only forry he felt compelled to 
write upon them, as though the hour-glafs were at his clbow. Jn 
former days, Sermons were allowed to be of that length, that 
there was room for the fullett difcuffion of almoft any fabjeé the 
preacher had to handle, but then, indeed, they were lefs frequent, 
Now, that they are fo common, and fo pencrally eonfidered as a 
certain limited portion of the church-fervice, it is diffieulr 
to find time to treat any topic properly, and there is no pofli- 
bility of treating it fully: nor is it difcreet to rély more 
npon the patience of readers of Sermons, than upon the aud 
ditors of fuch public difcourfes, A Sermon to be at all. pos 
pular, muft to a certainty be of a prefcribed length. From 
Mr. S.’s mode of handling the topics he does rouch upon, we 
fhould have’ been glad to have had him more diffufe, on the 
pretended incompatibjlity of ** Patrioti/m with gennine Chriftianity,” 
on the ** attcflations of Divine agency,’ and fayorable interpofition, 
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* exemplified within the compafs of our own experience and recollece 
tion,’ on the ftriking contraft between the Volunteer corps of Bri. 
tith foldiery, and the miferable con/eripts of enflaved France; on 
the neceffity of war, as arifing naturally out of the prefent confti- 
tution of things, and on the compatibility of the duties’ of a 
foldier and a Chriftian. Thefe and other very important topics 
are all briefly touched upon in this difcourfe, and fo neatly, pro- 
perly, and difcreetly, that we could not upon — help la. 
menting that the difcourfe was fo fhort. The following tribute 
to the memory of Mr. Pitt, we think moft juft, and are glad to 
fee it fupported by reference in the notes, to Mr. Gold{mith’s 
ftrong atteftation, in regard to the opinions of certain moft con. 
fpicuous French Revolutionifts. 

“* On reference to this critical period, we thould prove unjuft 
to the memory of the dead, did we not recal to our grateful re. 
collection, the merits of that intrepid Statefman, who feemed an 
inftrument in the hand of Providence, to fnatch us from the preci- 
pice of impending defolation, ' 

‘« When there was wfox the Earth diftre/s of nations with pere 
plexity,—the fea and the waves roaring, he, like a tkilful Pilot, 
who participates in the dangers of the veffel which he navigates, 
ftood unappalled amid the political agitation. -By dexterous mae 
nagement, under Divine Providence, he brought the veffel of ftate, 
fafe from among the rocks, which threatened her with fhipwreck, 
and from the vortex which yawned to engulf her, At length his 
exhaufted frame funk under the fatigue of duty at the helm, when 
he breathed out his ardent fpirit, in mingled accents of piety and 
patriotifm.’’— 


Fo every fentiment of the above, we cordially fub{cribe. 


Art, 31. ADialogue betaween a Minifter of the Church of England, 
and bis Parifoioner, on the Excufes alledged by thofe who abjent 
themfelves from the Holy Communion. - By the Rev. George 
Hutton, D, D. Vicar of Sutterton, aud Re&or of Algarkirk cum 
Fofdyke, near Boffon, and fometime Fellow of St. Mary. Magda. 
len College;Oxferd, 8vo. gepp. 4d. Kelfey. 1811. 


In our 34th vol. p. 424, we recommended a Dialogue by this 
author, on the fubject of Jufant Bapti/m. With much fatisfaction, 
we fee another fpecimen of his atttention to the fpiritual welfare 
of his parifhioners, The opening of this Dialogue prepares us to 
expect the happy effect of it: 

‘¢ Minjfer. Good morrow to you, Neighbour, I am glad to 
fee you looking fo well. 

* Parifoiener. 1 thank fda kindly, Sir, God be praifed, I am 
pretty well in health, confidering that my beft days, as I may fay, 
are gone by ‘ 


 Minjfter, 
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SS Minifter. T hope, John, that fome of your beft days, as you eall 
them, are yet to come: and that every day added to your life, 
will add to the improvement of your time. . 

“* Parifbioner. [heartily join with you, Sir, in that hope.’* 

At p. 20, the Parifhioner fays, very properly, ‘* I am much 
obliged ic you, Sir, for the information you have afforded me. 
You have indced fet thefe matters in a clearer light than'1 ever 
faw them before. And I will endeavour to profit by your in. 
ftruttions.’’ 

We earneftly join with the author in his hope, that his endea. 
vours may not be entirely without effect, in reftoring a much. 
neglected ordinance to its due regard and eftimation. a 


Arr. 32. A Difcourfe delivered on board his Majefty'’s Ship 

| ‘Trident, in Malta Harbour, Nov. 19, eccafioned by the Death 
of Sir A. F, Ball, Bart, bis Majefty's Civil Commiffoner for 
adminifiering the Affairs of Malta and its Dependencies, Rear. 
Admiral of the White, Ge. Se. Ge. By Richard Cruttwell, 
LL.B. Chaplain of the faid Ship, and late Secretary to the Rear 
Admiral, vo. 21pp. 18. Cadell, ~ 1809. ? 


There is nothing in this fermon which.can demand particular 
noti¢e, nor would any thing have deferved reprehenfion, had the 
author forborne to introduce fome verfes, which, befides their 
incongruous appearance in a fermon, have neither poetical ex. 
preflion nor even correct verfification to recommend them. No 
author is quoted for them, and the natural conclufion is, that the 
are the production of the preacher himfelf. No man, i , 
who did not write.cthem, could have been partial enough to 
quote them, 


Art. 33. A Sermon preached at the Archdeacon’s Vifitation, 
Fune 22, 1808, in the Pari Church of Thifh. By Thomas 
Newton, M.A. Keftor of Tewin, Herts, and Curate of Cox. 

* wold, in the North Riding of Yorkfire. 40. 17 pp. 15. 6d. 
Rivingtons. 1809 


Plain and fenfible arguments in favour of religion in general, 
and our Chusch in particular, are offered to the reader in this 
fermon.  Studious himfelf not .to ufe reproach again® thofe who 
differ from us, this author is weil entitled to aik, why are fuck 
weapons employed againft us. ‘* Why are our hearers told in 
every town, and almoft in every village, that their lawful mi. 
nilter does not preach the Ge/pel ;’’ or, that they “ preach up /e/f 
righteoufncfs,"’ becaufe they preach, as St, Paul did, that we 
ought to “ maintain works?’ Thefe are certainly 
queftions to be aked> and more eafily akked than fatisfaCtorily 
anfwered. Oe 
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MISCELLANIES. 


Art. 34. Microcofmography; or a Piece of the World difcon 
wered; in Effays and Charaders,.. By John Earle, D.D. of 
Chrift Church and Merton Colleges, Oxford, and Bifbop of Saa 
lifoury. A new Edition.. Towhich are added Notes and an Ap- 
pendix, by Philip Blifsy. Fellow. of St, Fobnu’s College, Oxford, 
Cr. 8vo. 340 pp- 108. 6d. .Harding, 1811,. 


This republication of a fcarce and curious book, and valua. 
ble ‘as well as curious, which is not always the cafe, is executed 
with diligence and. tafte ; and will be very acceptable to thofe 
who: are attached to our early literature. The laft complete 
edition appeared in 1732, and from that edition, collated with the 
firft, which appeared in 1628, the prefent has been taken; very 
carefully noting the feveral variations. On the whole Mr, 
Blifs notices ten editions, before his own, of which the laft was 
anonymoufly printed at Salifbury in 1786, and contained only 74 
charatters inftead of 78. | 

To ‘the work itfelf Mr. Blifs has fubjoined an Appendix, 
(commenciag at p. 211) which contains fome account of Bifhop 
Eatle ; charaéters of him, written by contemporaries and others ; 
feveral of his minor compofitions, fome of them now firft pub. 
blithed from MS., with a chronological lift of ‘* Books of Cha« 
ratters’’ from 1567 to 1700; a few correttions, &c. | 

Mr. Blifs’s notes are in general inflructive and judicious; ex. 
planatory of old words and cuftoms, or otherwife illuftrative of the 
text. Of the game called one and thirty, however, he has found no 
account (p..62). .We will. therefore tell him, that, it was, even 
within our memory, a common Englifh game, and was nearly on 
the fame plan as the French vingt-wxy or one and twenty. Another 
variety of it, called ‘‘ One and thirty, Bone-ace,’’ or ‘* Bone-ace’* 
alone, is defcribéd in the Compleat Gamefter (1680), p.91. The 
number of cards dealt to each perfon was three, and he who attained 
31, or came neareft to ity won, We,have not the older editions 
at hand, but we doubt not that ‘* queen,’’ in page 101, was 
** quean ;’’ the epithet proves it. . ‘* Imputation,’’ in page 183, 
is alfo fimilarly ufed in page 162, and implies the pride of con, 
ferring a favour. 

The writing of charafters was, after’ the appearance of Sir 
Thomas Overbury’s book, a very fafhionable employment, and 
Mr. Blifs has given a-curious and entertaining lift of fuch 
produttions ; among which the name of Microcofmographia itfelf 
ought jeft to have been mentioned, in the tenth place, 
to mark its chronological fituation. Such a lift cannot be ex- 
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pected to be complete, but we have perceived. only one mate. 
rial omiffion. ‘This is a publication which accident has throwa 
into our poffeflion, bound up with the Chara@erifmi of Clits 
Alexandrinus {No.x1.), and Saltonftall’s Pi@ure Loguentes (Nos 
x1), It is entitled, ‘* Charaéterifmi: or Lenton’s Leafures. 
Expreffed in Effayes and Charaéters, Never before written ons 
By F. L. (Francis Lenton); Gext. London 1631.” t2mo. It 
is dedicated ‘* to the Right Honorable Oliver Lord St. John, 
Baron of Bletfoc.’’ The charaéers are, 1. A State Politician, 
z. A gallant Courtier. ©3: A young Barrifter, 4. A Com. 
miffary. 5. A Parafite, or Flatterer. 6. An uxorious Man. 
7- Acountry Widdow, 8, ACChambermaid, 9.A broken Cis 
tizen, to. A Bawd. 11..A Pander. 12. A-Darling. 13. 
A Lawyer’s Clarke. 14. A Farmer Tenant. 15, A double. 
beneficed Parfon. 16, A Schoole-mafter. 17, A country Ale. 
wife. 18. An Alderman’s Daughter. 19. A _ Prodigall. 
zo. An Ufurer. 21, A Broker. 22. A Bragadotio. 29. A 
Sempfter. 24. A Proftitute or Whore. 25. A Gamefter. 
26. An Hof. 27. A common Drunkard. 28. An elder 
Brother. 29. An Innes a Court Gentleman. 30. A Low 
Country Souldier, 31. A Gentleman Ufher. 32. A Cuckold, 
33. An Informer. 34. A Bachelour. 35. An Underthriefe. 
36. A Drawer. 37. A goad Hufband, 38 A conitant Man, 
39. A jealous man. 40. Adefperateman. 41. A true Friend, 


Thefe charaéters are fhort, but pointed, and often ingenious, _' 


Arr. 35: Confeffions of a Methedi?. By a Profeffir. pp. 184. 
* Tipper. 1810. 

We do not feel competent to fay how far this fatire may be juft 
ornot. It is evidently aimed at Mr. Huntington. What we 
know of that enthufiaft’s writings, would clearly induce us to 
agree to the greater part of the ridicule caft upon him in this book. 
We are not Sceidens of avowing, that we look upon much that 
he has written as amounting to little lefs than blafphemy ; yet we 


fnew, that there are. many who are prepared to defend him, and - 


ave much to fay, not only in vindication of his principles, but of 
the quaint and ftrange titles of his publications *, and even of the 
familiar and grofs terms applied in thofe publications to the Deity, 
We cannot agree with fuch defenders, We give them leave to 
think Mr. H. honeft and fincere : if he be fo, we have no hefitation 
in queftioning his fanity.; but if he be really aé/e, we have ftill 
lefs hefitation in queftioning his fincerity. We think it impoffible, 
that any wifé man could write upon fuch topics, in the way Mr. 
H. writes, unlefs with a defign to impofe upon the igoorers ¢ if 
therefore he be fincere he is net wife, and if he be wife he is not 
fincere. In drawing upon his heavenly banker, and in praifing 
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* See our Review for March, page 241, where many are re. 
cited, ina note from Mr, Crabbe’s preface, “é 
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his heavenly taylor (as he feruples not to exprefs ‘himéelf in his 
writings), we think he lays himfelf open to no common or mode- 
rate fatire ; but that he is fair game to the wits of the day, whe- 
ther their abilities lead them to the expofure of folly, or the de- 
tection of knavery: Our decided opinion of Mr. H, very clearly 
coincides with the determination of the gentleman, who being 
afked whether he deemed a certain perfon to be moft fool or moft 
knave, gavey anfwered, that he thought there was much to be 
faid on both fides. In the perufal of this book, fome difficulty 
arifes as to the ufe of the inverted commas; but we believe, from 
pp. xiv, xv. of the introduétion, that the intention of the editor 
was merely to mark, as quotations from the writings of Mr. H., 
fuch paffages, as, though they are not literally tranfcribed from 
his books, are yet fo managed as to convey the drift of his opi- 
nions, in the moft plain and intelligible language. 


Art. 36. Feliffa; or, The Life and Opinions of a Kitten of Sene 
timent. 12mo. 38. 6d. Harris, 1811. | 

A pleafing book for children, in which, together with the 

hiftory of a favourite but unfortunate Kitten, many excellent 

leffons of inftruétion are conveyed to the young-reader, and thefe 

are rendered {till more impreflive by the aid of fome coloured prints, 


Ant. 37. Jl wero Modo di piacere in Compagnia. Opera dedi- 
cata all’ Iftruxione e Ricreaxioue della Gioventi. Da Carla 
Monteggia. 12m0. gispp. Colburn, &c. 18ro. 

There is a French as well as an Englifh title to this book; 
and the whole is given in Italian and French, printed on oppo. 
fite pages. That fuch a publication may be ufeful to ftudents in 


both languages, is evident, and we fee no reafon why this fhould 
not be recommended. 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS TO CORRESPONDENTS, 


_A Friend has written again, to inform us that we have 
tmiftaken his 26 and 30, for years of Sir R. Sadler's age,— 
whereas they really referred to the years ot Henry the 8th’s 
seign. Sadler wastwo years old when Henry began to reign; 
confequently was 28 in the King’s 26th year, and 32 in his 
80th, which were the periods when he was firft noticed, and 
afterwards employed by his Sovereign. We are happy to 


correct this miftake, as it tends to fettle the correét hiftory 
of that eminent man. 


See ee 
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LITERARY INTELLIGENCE. 


Mr. Baber, of the Britifh Mufeum, who lately publifhed 
Wickliffe’s Verfion of the New Teftament, with a Life of 
that eminent man, has fince iflued propofals for a fac-fimile 
Edition of the Pfalms from the Septuagint Verfion as it 
@ands in the Alexandrian MS. He has given a fpecimen of 


additions. 


Mr. Britton, fo diftinguifhed by his accurate and beauti- 
ful works on Englifh Antiquities, is preparing for publica. 
tion an exact Account and Hiftory of St. Mary Redcliffe, 
Briftel. He. is alfo proceeding with his other works, of 
which, the 25th number of the Architeétural Antiquities, and 
the fourth of the Fine Arts of the Englifo School, will appear 
in a few days. 

Mr. Dymock, of the Grammar School of Glafgow, has 
in the prefs a corrected Edition of Cafar’s Commentaries for 
the ufe of fchools, with Englifh notes, and a minute Expla- 
nation of the Roman Antiquities, alluded to by Czfar, at 
the end. 

Mr. Bloomfield, Author of the Farmer’s Boy, &c. will 
{peedily publith a Poem, entitled the Banks of the Wye. | 

A new edition, with additions of Fofter's Effays, in an 
oftavo volume, is nearly ready for publication. 

Mr. Millard, of the Surrey Inftitution, will publith very 
fhortly, 4 new Pocket Cyclopedia, defigned for the higher 
claffes in fchools, and young perfons in general. 

A new edition of Mifs Misford’s Mifceilaneous Poems, with 


the type, which is in part that ufed by Woide, with fome 
‘ 


confiderable additions, will appear in the courfe of the month. 
Marmion, or Flodden Field, a dramatic poem, fourded on 


the poem of Mr. Walter Scott, is printing in octavo. 








